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S. 2134. An act to revive and reenact the 

act entitled "An act authorizing the State 
of Michigan, acting through the International 
Bridge Authority of Michigan, to construct, 
maintain, and operate a toll bridge or series 
of bridges, causeways, and approaches thereto, 
across 'the St. Marys River, from a point in 
or near the city of Sault Ste . Marie, Mich., 
to a point in the Province of Ontario, Can
ada," approved December 16, 1940; and 
· s. 2222. An act to authorize the Federal 

Wprks Administrator to acquire title, on 
beh alf of the United States, to not more than 
35 acres of land subject to certain reserva
tions in the grantors. 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly 
(at 6 o'clock and 7 minutes p. mJ 
the House adjourned until tomorrow, 
Wednesday, March 18, 1942, at 12 o'clock 
noon. 

COMMITTEE HEARINGS 
COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC BUILDINGS AND GROUNDS 

There will be ' a meeting of the Com
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
·on ·wednesday, March 18, 1942, at 10 
.a .. m., for consideration of H .. R. 6483. 
The heating will be held in room 1304, 
New House Office Building. 

COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY 

On Saturday, March 21, 1942, at 10 
a. m. hearings will be resumed on H. R. 
6444, to provide for the registration of 
labor organizations, business and trade 

. associations, and so forth, before Sub

. committee No. 3 of the Committee on the 
· Judiciary. The hearings will be held in 
· the Judiciary Committee Room, 346 
House Office Building. 

COMMITTEE ON INTERSTATE AND FOREIGN 

COMMERCE 

There will be a meeting of the ·com- · 
· mittee on Interstate and Foreign Com- · 
· merce at 10 a. m., Tuesday, April 14, 
1942. Business to be considered: Hear

- ings along the line of the Sanders bill, 
: H. R. 5497, and other matters connected 
with the Federal Communications Com~ 
mission. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 

. Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, executive 
. communications were taken from the 

Speaker's table and referred as follows: 
1511. A letter from the Archivist of the 

United States, transmitting a report on a list 
of papers recommended to him for disposal 
by certain agencies of the Federal Govern
ment; to the Committee on the Disposition ' 
of Executive Papers. · 

1512. A letter from the Archivist of the 
United States, transmitting a report on a 
list of papars re.commended to him for dis
posal by certain agencies of the Federal 
Government; to the Committee on the Dis
position of Executive Papers. 

1513. A letter from the Administrator, Fed
.. eral Security Agency, transmitting the Second 
- Quarterly Report of the United States Com

missioner of Education on the Education and 
Training of Defense Workers, covering the 
period beginning October 1, 1941, and ending 
December 31, 1941; to the Committee on 
Expenditures in the Executive Departments. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC 
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to · the Clerk 

for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Mr. O'NEAL: Committee on Appropria
tions. H. R. 6802. A bill making appropria
tions for the legislative branch of the Gov
ernment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1943, and for other purposes; without amend
ment (Rept. No. 1905). Referred to the 

· Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. COSTELLO: Committee on Military 
Affairs. H. R. 6758. A bill to provide a 
penalty for violation of restrictions or orders 
with respect to persons entering, remaining 
in, or ·leaving military areas or zones; with 
amendment (Rept. No. 1906). Referred to 
the House Calendar. 

Mr. STEAGALL: Committee of conference 
_on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 
S. 2198. An act to provide for the financing 
of the War Damage Corporation, to amend 
the Reconstruction Finance Corporation Act, 
and for other purposes (Rept. No. 1907). 
Ordered to be printed. • 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under ·clause 3 of rule XXII, public 
bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. PIERCE: 
H. R. 6803. A bill relating to marriage and 

divorce among members of the Klamath and 
Modoc Tribes and Yahoo ·Skin Band of Snake 
Indians; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. RANDOLPH: . 
H. R . 6804. A bill to amend paragraph 31 of 

section 7 of the act entitled "An act making 
appropriations to provide for the government 
of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1903, and for other pur
poses," approved July 1, 1902, as amended; 
fo the Committee on the District of Co
lumbia. 

By Mr. KNUTSON: 
H. Res. 458. Resolution ordering the print

ing as a document of the manuscript entitled 
"A Digest of State Legislation of 1941"; to 
the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. BALDWIN: 
H. Res. 459. Resolution authorizing the 

Committee on Labor to investigate the trans
fer, sale, or other handling of equipment of 
all types of the Civilian Conservation Corps; 
to the Committee on Rules. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under claus_e 1 of rule XXII, 
Mr. LESINSKI introduced a bill (H. R. 6805) 

for the relief of John Damacus, whfch was · 
referred to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of rule XXII,- petitions 
and· papers were laid on the Clerk's desk 
and referred as follows: 

2566. By the SPEAKER: Petition of the 
women voters of the United States, petition
ing consideration of their resolution with 
reference to joint-income tax be imposed 
upon husband and wife; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

2567. By Mr. GRANT of Alabama: Petition 
of C. A. Gaston, of Fairhope, Ala., submitting 
a plan for all-out support of all-out war; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

2568. By Mr. JENKS of New Hampshire: 
Resolution of the New Hampshire Good Roads 
Association, urging that no increase be made 
in the Federal tax on gasoline and lubricat
ing oil; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

2569. By Mr. TINKHAM: Petition of sundry 
residents of Boston, favoring House bill 1036, 

- the so-called Townsend bill; to the Commit
tee on Ways and Means. 

2570. By the SPEAKER: Petition of the 
Legislative Committee Auxiliary, No. 3, Park 
City Ladies Auxiliary, Park City, Utah, peti
tioning consideration of their resolution with 
reference to unemployment compensation; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

2571. Also, petition of the secretary, Local 
468, I. U. M. M. and D. W., Los Angeles, Calif., 
petitioning consideration of their resolu
tion with reference to unemployment bene
fits; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

2572. Also, petition of the mayor, village 
of Palmetto, Palmetto, La., petitioning con
sideration of their resolution with reference 
to cooperation between the Federal and mu
nicipal governments; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

2573 . Also, petition of the I. W. A. Auxiliary, 
No: 19, Wauna, Oreg, petitioning considera
tion of their . resolution with reference to 
unemployment compensation; to the Com
mittee on Ways and Means. 

2574. Also, petition of the Lumber and Saw
mill Workers, Everett, Wash. , petitioning con
sideration of their resolution with reference 
to alien enemies and sympathizers;· to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

SENATE 
WEDNESDAY, ¥ARCH 1S, 1942 

(Legislative day of Thursday, March 5, 
1942) 

The Senate met at 12 o'clock noon, on 
the expiration of the recess. 

The Chaplain, the 'Very Reverend 
. Z~Barney T. Phillips, D. D., offered the 
following prayer: 

Heavenly Father, who art just and 
merciful in all Thy dealings with the 
children of men: Accept, we beseech 
Thee, our humble prayer in which we lay 
before Thee our sins and our contrition, 
imploring Thy forF"~veness that, with in
tegrity of purpose, we may rise to me~t 
the exigencies of another day. 

Let every citizen of our beloved Coun
try realize that goodness is greater than 
wealth, that character outweighs intel
lect, ·and do Thou help us to return to 
the simplicities of virtue so absolutely 
essential to the reclamation of our ideals 
of the rectitUde of personal manhood. 

· Especially we pray for him ·who at the 
moment stands forth as the embodiment 
of hope and courage, in whose heart 
burns the heroic flame of the martyrs, 
that Thou wilt guard him in danger and 
keep him close to the heart of Thy love. 
Endue him with wisdom and insight fer 
his great embassy as Commander of the 
United Forces in our sister common
wealth, and may the fineness of his ex
ample as· soldier and leader inspire each 
one of us with the rapture of a high re
solve to be all, to do all, and to achieve 
all, according to Thy will forus; through 
Jesus Christ our Lord. Amen. 

THE JOURNAL 

On request of Mr. BARKLEY, and by 
unanimous consent, the reading of the 
Journal of the proceedings of the calen
dar day Tuesday, March 17, 1942, was 
dispensed with, and the Journal was ap
proved. 

CALL OF THE ROLL 
Mr. BARKLEY. I suggest the absence 

of a quorum. 



2618 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD~SENATE MARCH 18 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk 

will call the roll. 
The Chief Clerk called the roll, and 

the following Senators answered to their 
names: 
Aiken Gerry 
Austin Gillette 
Bailey Glass 
Bankhead Gufi'ey 
Barbour Gurney 
Barkley Hayden 
Bilbo Herring 
Bone Hill 
Brewster Holman 
Brooks Hughes 
Brown Johnson, Calif. 
Bulow Johnson, Colo. 

· Burton La Follette 
Butler Langer 
Byrd Lee 
Capper Lucas 
Caraway McCarran 
Chandler McKellar 
Chavez McNary 
Clark, Idaho Maloney 
Clark, Mo. Maybank 
Connally Mead 
Danaher Millikin 
Davis Murdock 
Doxey Murray 
Ellender Nye 
George O'Oaniel 

Overton 
Pepper 
Radclifi'e 
Reed 
Reynolds 
Rosier 
Russell 
Schwartz 
Sh!pstead 
Smathers 
Smith 
Spencer 
Stewart 
Taft 
Thomas, Idaho 
Thomas, Okla . 
Thomas, Utah 
Truman 
Tunnell 
Tydings 
Vandenberg 
VanNuys 
Walsh 
Wheeler 
White 
Willis 

Mr. BARKLEY. I announce that the 
Senator from New Mexico [Mr. HATCH] is 
absent from the Senate because of illness: 

The Senator fr6m California [Mr. 
DoWNEY], the. Senator from West Vir
ginia [Mr. KILGORE], and the Senator 
from Washington [Mr. WALLGREN] are 
holding hearings in Western States on 
matters pertaining to national defense. 

The Senator from Florida [Mr. AN
DREWS] , the Senator from Nevada [Mr. 
BUNKER], the Senator from Rhode Island 
[Mr. GREEN], the Senator. from Wyoming 
£Mr. O'MAHONEYJ, and the Senator from 
New York [Mr. WAGNER] are necessarily 
absent. 

The Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
HILL], and the Senator from Arizona 
[Mr. McFARLAND] are detained on public 
business . . 

Mr. McNARY. I announce that the 
S enator from Nebraska [Mr. NoRRIS] is 
absent because of illness. 

Mr. AUSTIN. The Senator from Min
nesota [Mr. BALL] is a member of the 
Senate committee holding hearings - in 
the West on matters pertaining to the 
national defense and is therefore unable 
to be present. 

The Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. BRIDGES] is absent as a result of an 
injury and illness. 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
LoDGE] is necessarily absent. 

The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
WILEY] is absent on official business. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Eighty Sen
ators have answered to their names. A 
quorum is present. · 
REPORT ON EDUCATION AND TRAINING 

OF DEFENSE WORKERS 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate a letter from the Administrator of 
the Federal Security Agency, transmit
ting, pursuant to law, the second quar
terly report of the United States Com
missioner of Education on the education 
and training of defense workers, covering 
the period beginning October 1, 1941, and 
ended December 3~, 1941, which, with the 
accompanying report, was referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

PETITIONS 

Petitions were presented and referred 
as indicated: 

By Mr. AUSTIN: 
A petition of sundry citizens, ladies of Hyde 

Park, Vt., praying for the prompt enactment 
of the bill (S. 860) to provide for the com
mon defense in relation to the sale of alco
holic liquors to the members of the land and 
naval forces of the United States and to pro
vide for the suppression of vice in the vicinity 
of military camps and naval establishments; 
ordered to lie on the table. 

By Mr. CAPPER: 
A petition, numerously signed, of sundry 

citizens of Abilene, Kans., praying for the 
prompt enactment of the bill (S. 860) to 
provide for the common defense in relation 
to the sale of alcoholic liquors to the mem
bers of the land and naval forces of the 
United States and to provide for the sup
pression of • vice in the vicinity of military 
camps and naval establishments; ordered to 
lie on the table. 

PROHIBITION OF LIQUOR · SALES AND 
SUPPRESSION OF VICE AROUND MILI
TARY CAMP8-PETITION 

Mr. BONE. Mr. President, I send to 
the desk a petition containing the names 
of many residents and voters of Walla 
Walla, in the State of Washington, pray
ing that the sale of intoxicating liquors 
be stopped around Army camps, as pro
vided· in Senate bill 860; and I ask that 
the petition may be received and, under 
the rule, appropriately disposed oL 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob
jection, the petition presented by the 
Senator from Washington will be re
ceived, noted, and lie on the table. 

RESOLUTION OF ASSOCIATED- INDUS-
TRIES OF KANSAs-ECONOMY IN NON
DEFENSE EXPENDITURES 

Mr. CAPPER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to have printed in 
the RECORD a letter from Mr. Gerald 
Gordon; secretary-treasurer of the Asso
ciated Industries of Kansas, with an ac
companying resolution adopted by that 
organization at its annual membership 
meeting in Topeka, Kans., opposing the 
enactment of House bill 5993, the so
called omnibus river and harbor bill. 

Specifically, the organization objects 
to the proposed appropriations for con
struction of the St. Lawrence waterway, 
the Florida ship canal, the Tombigbee
Tennessee Canal, and several other 
projects appearing under the guise of 
national defense projects, when actually 
they are not defense projects. at all. · 

All I desire to say at the present ·time 
on this matter is that I believe the ob
jections to this bill are perfectly . valid, 
and I believe that nearly every Member 
of the Congress realizes that this is no 
time for the passage of such "pork bar
rel" legislation, dragging in a number of 
projects so scattered over the Nation as 
to appeal to the cupidity of various sec
tions to enlist support for the proposed 
measure. 

Some of these projects may have merit 
as part of a post-war public works pro
gram, but they certainly are not justi-
fied at the present time when appropri
ations for nondefe;nse purposes should be 
pared to the bone. I send the letter and 
resolution to the desk for appropriate 

reference and printing in the REcoRD at 
this point as part of my remarks. 

There being no objection, the letter, 
with the accompanying resolution, was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce 
and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 
ASSOCIATED INDUSTRIES OF KANSAS, INC., 

Topeka, February 2, 1942. 
Senator ARTHUR CAPPER, 

United States Senate, 
Washington, D. C. 

DEAR SENATOR CAPPE~t: We are enclosing, 
for your information and study, a copy of a 
resolution which was adopted at our annual 
membership meeting on January 28. 

I think this resolution expresses the senti
ment of a large majority of taxpayers not 
only in Kansas but in other States as well. 
The sentiment seems to be very much pro
nounced toward the elimination of all un::. 
necessary local, State, and governmental ex
penditures at the present time in order to 
give full efi'ective attention to the war effort. 
• The curtailment of civilian production will, 
no doubt, create a backlog for employment in 
the post-war period. It would seem that 
projects, such as the ones mentioned in this 
resolution, would also be a very sizable con
tribution for that period if actually needed. 
This resolution bas been given State-wide 
publicity in Kansas, and we invit~ your study 
and comments. 

We very much appreciate your cooperation 
on issues of a national character, and I want 
to take this opportunity to thank you for 
your courtesy and good will. 

Very truly yours, 
GERALD GORDON, 
Secretary-treasurer. 

Whereas the United States is at war, both 
in the Atlantic and Pacific, and if this war 
is to be won the rank and file of the Ameri
can people will be required to economize in 
their business and personal Ufe to the utmost 
degree Business in the ordinary channels 
will cease to function as of old, and the man
power of the country, as well ·as the mineral 
and other resources of the Nation, will be 
drawn upon as never before in the history 
of the Nation to solve the manifold problems 
'of defense; and 

Whereas in order to accomplish this result 
and provide the necessary funds therefor an 
unusual, excessive, and continually increas
ing system of taxation will be put into efi'ect 
by the Government and the taxpayer will be 
required to pay unheard of, excessive, and 
monumental taxes to finance the Nation's de
fense program; and 

Whereas it is to the interest of the Gov
ernment itself that the money thus raised 
be allocated solely and entirely t~ the de
fending of this country at home and abroad; 
and 

Whereas there is a certain bill in Congress 
known as House bill No. 5993, whil(h provides 
in its terms for the construction of alleged 
public works among which are the St . Law
rence waterway to cost $277,056,515; a Flor~da 

canal project to cost from $198,000,000 to 
$350,000,000 depending upon the plan to be 
finally adopted ; and would entail the annual 
expenditure of approximately $20,000,000 to 
maintain; a ·project to create a navigable 
stream of the Trinity River of Texas at an 
estim1ated cost of $116,354,000; the diggin g of 
the Tombigbee-Tennessee Canal and chan
nels at the estimated amount of $75,000,000; 
the digging of a 9-foot channel in the Coosa
Alabama River from its source at Rome, Ga., 
to the Mobile River for which the sum of 
$65,000,000 is provided as a starter; the d ig
ging of a 12-foot channel in the Connecticut 
River from Hartford to Holyoke, a distance of 
32% miles, with a power dam at Infield, at 
an estimated cost ·of $13,094,000, and an an
nual qpkeep cost of $696,900, and our Con-
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gressmen and Senators are being asked. to 
enact this bill into law, and provide for the 
expenditure of these stupendous sums of 
money upon purely peacetime projects when 
our country needs every ounce of manpower 
and every bit of steel, iron, and other neces
sary war materials to properly defend this 
country; and 

Whereas none of these projects contained 
in this bill could be completed or made ef
fective or usable for many years in the future , 
and in nowise constitute defense measures, 
but will undoubtedly embarrass the taxpayers 
and liberty-loving citizens of this country 
and make it more difficult to raise funds with 
Which to carry on the war: 

Now, therefore, the Associated Industries 
of Kansas, in regular annual meeting assem
bled in the office of the association in Topeka , 
Kans. , on J anuary 28, 1942, does hereby pub
licly express their disapproval of and their 
objsction to House bill No . 5993 and all of the 
provisions therein contained, and denounce 
the sam e as being uncalled for and unwar
ranted at this time and as dangerous to the' 
carrying out of proper defense plans for this 
country. 

We call upon our Congressmen in the Na
tional House of Representatives and our 
Senators in the Senate of the United St ates 
and all others who may have votes upon this 
important piece of legislation to oppose 1t 
to the fullest extent of their abilities as being 
unpatriotic, ext ravagant, needless, and 
unjustifiable; and be it further 

Resolved, That copies of this resolution be 
by the secretary of this association for
warded to our Members of Congress and our 
two Senators for their information without 
delay. 

REPORT OF A COMMITTEE 

Mr. WALSH, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, to which was referred the 
bill (H. R. 6440) to authorize the renewal 
of the lease of the old naval hospital in 
the District of Columbia for an additional 
period of 15 years, reported it without 
amendment and submitted a report <No. 
1174) thereon. 

EXECUTIVE REPORTs· OF COMMITTEES ~ 

As in executive session, 
The following favorable reports of 

nominations were submitted: 
By Mr. WALSH, from the Committee on 

Naval Affairs: 
Rear Admirals Frederick J. Horne and 

Russell Willson to be vice admirals in the 
Navy for temporary service, to rank from the 
lOth day of March 1942; and · 

Capts Freeland A. Daubin and Robert M. 
Griffin, to be rear admirals in the Navy for 
temporary service, to rank, respectively, from 
the 26th day of November 1941 and the 5th 
day of 'December 1941. 

By Mr . McKELLAR. from the Committee on 
Post Offices and Post Roads: 

Several postmasters. 
BILLS INTRODUCED 

Bills were introduced, read the first 
time, and, by unanimous consent, the 
second time, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. WALSH: 
S. 2381. A bill to provide that certain pro

visions of law l'elating to the Navy shall be 
held applicable to the personnel· of the Coast 
Guard when that service is operating as a 
part of the Navy; and 

S. 2382. A bill to amend the act approved 
June 24, 1926, entitled "An act to authorize 
the construction and procurement of aircraft 
and aircraft equipment in the Navy and Ma
rine Corps, and to adjust and define the 
status of the operating personnel in connec
tion therewith," so as to provide for the 
establishment of the designation of naval 

aviation pilot (airship), and for other pur
poses; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. CHANDLER: 
S. 2383. A bill to relieve the State of Ken

tucky from liability on account of certain 
property issued to the Kentucky National 
Guard; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. REYNOLDS: 
s. 2384. A bill to authorize the reinstate

ment of Joe Causey as a member of the 
Metropolitan Police force of the District of 
Columbia; to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma: 
S. 2385 (by request). A bill to provide for 

the probate and distribution of restricted 
estates not exceeding $2,500 in value of de-• 

. ceased Indians of the Five Civilized Tribes in 
Oklahoma; to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

ADDRESS BY HON. JAMES A. FARLEY 
BEFORE FRIENDLY SONS OF ST. 
PATRICK 

[Mr. GUFFEY asked and obtained leave 
to have printed in the RECORD an address 
delivered by Hon. James A. Farley before the 
Friendly Sons of St . Patrick in Philadelphia, 
Pa., on March 17, 1942, which appears i.n the 
Appendix.) 

ADDRESS BY SENATOR MEAD BEFORE 
SCHOOL OF ENGINEERING, MANHATTAN 
COLLEGE 
[Mr. MEAD asked and obtained leave to 

have pririted in the RECORD an address deliv
ered by him at the golden jubilee commun
ion breakfast of the school of engineering, 
Manhattan Colleg ... , N.Y., on March 15, 1942, 
which appears in the Appendix.) · 

ADDRESS BY JUSTICE BYRNES BEFORE 
FRIENDLY SONS OF ST. PATRICK 

[Mr . LA FOLLETTE asked and obtained 
leave to have printed in tr.e RECORD an ad
dress delivered by Hon . James Francis Byrnes, 
Associate Justice of the tmited States Su
preme Court, before the Friendly Sons of St. 
Patrick Society of Washington on March 17, 
1942, which appears in the Appendix.] 

T~E PAPAL CONTRIBUTICN TO JUR!piCAL 
INSTITUTIONS OF PEACE-ADDRESS BY 
DR. BRENDAN ··F. BROWN 

[Mr . MEAD asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the RECORD a radio address 
delivered by Dr. Brendan F' Brown, professor 
of law, Catholic University of America, on 
March 14, 1942, on the s11bject The Papal 
Contribution to Jurldical Institutions .of 
Peace, which appears 1n the Appendix.) 

THE COURAGEOUS ATTITUDE-ADDRESS 
BY LEONARD HICKS 

[Mr. BROOKS asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the REcon.D an address de
livered by Leonard Hicks, of Chicago, entitled 
"The Courageous Attitude,'' which appears 
in the Appendix.] 

ADDRESS BY DR. RUTH MILLER STEESE 
ON AMERICA SUMMON:: TO SERVICE 

tMr. DAVIS asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the RECORD a radio address 
on the subject, America Summons to Service, 
delivered by Dr. Ruth MillE-r Steese, at Sun
bury, Pa., on February 23 1942, which ap
pears in the Appendi_x.J 

STOP PROFITS AND BOOST PRODUCTION 

Mr. MURDOCK obtained the floor. 
Mr. LEE. Mr. President-
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the 

Senator from Utah yield to the Senator 
from Oklahoma? 

Mr. MURDOCK. Yesterday I had 
rather a distinct understanding with 

the majority leader that I would pro
ceed today. Many inquiries were made 
of me yesterday as to what happened to 
the Langer seating. My reply was that 
nothing was done so far as the Langer 
seating was concerned, but I certainly 
was seated for the afternoon. [Laugh
ter.] If the Senator from Oklahoma in
tends to occupy the floor for only a few 
minutes, I shall be glad to yield. 

Mr. LEE. Mr. President, the Chair
man of the War Production Board, Mr. 
Donald Nelson, performed a great serv
ice when he told the Nation that produc
tion can be doubled, but I still insist that 
Mr. Nelson should make a recommenda
tion to Congress for legislation that 
would speed production. 

If Mr. Nelson will do that, I believe 
Congress will pass such a measure in 
record time, but unless Mr. Nelson throws 
the support of his powerful· office back 
of legislation to speed· up production it 
is difficult to secure quick action, beca~se 
people are divided as to what type of 
legislation would best accomplish the 
purpose desired. Mr. Nelson is in a po
sition to know what ·measures would ac- · 
complish the purpose. Therefore, a 
recommendation from him to Congress 
would result in immediate passage. 

Mr. President, one of the main planks 
in my campaign platform was to take 
the profits out of war. I am more con
vinced today than ever before that that 
is necessary. 

The thing that has hindered our pro
duction program from the very beginning 
has been the policy of holding on to the 
profit system under a war situation. 
That was the system followed during our 
pre-war defense effort. Those in charge 
of production were trying to get produc
tion through the profit incentive. 

Then, under the Office of Production 
Management, the so-called 0. P.M., the 
policy was still to get production through 
the incentive of profits, and that is still 
the policy under the War Production 
Board. 

Such a policy places labor against 
management, and friction is inevit'able. 
Due to the sheer patriotism of many of 
the big men in industry and the big men 
in organized labor, we have been able to 
step up production ana in some cases 
move ahead of schedule. But the policy 
of increasing production by the profit in
centive is wrong, because such a .policy 
results in a contest between management 
and labor over the profits. 

Therefore, if Mr. Nelson wishes to get 
maximum producti0n, I recommend that 
he eliminate entirely the profit system 
and place everybody on a nonprofit basis. 
That means no more cost plus 10 percent 
profit contracts. Why should ,the Gov
ernment guarantee management a 10-
percent profit or a.. 7-percent profit when 
the Government is guaranteeing to pay 
all costs, which includes every necessary 
cost of the operation of the plant, re
placement, depreciation, breakage, and 
like factors? 

There are those who · argue that it is 
fair that capital be guaranteed a normal 
profit. If that is true, then we should 
guarantee all the automobile· people who 
had to close up their' business a normal 
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profit, we should guarantee all the men 
who sold refrigerators, typewriters, and 
radios a normal profit, we should guaran
tee all the automobile-tire salesmen and 
tire-repair shops a normal profit. If 
that is correct, we should guarantee every 
soldier his normal income. Those boys 
who had jobs paying them $300 a month, 
and who are today working for a dollar a 
day and a chance to die, should be guar
anteed a normal profit. 

Mr. President, I here and now make 
Donald Nelson a proposition. If he will 
place management on a nonprofit basis, 
I will bet that all the laborers who walk 
out on a strike after that policy has been 

"Instituted can be crowded into a tele
phone booth. The laboring people have 
more sons in uniform than the managers 
have. 

Now, Mr. President, the Chairman of 
the War Production Board has the power 
to do just that. Under the provisions of 
a law which I helped sponsor he has 
power to require every manufacturer to 
manufacture war goods, and if the man
ufacturer refuses his plant cari be seized 

~and he can be fined $50,000 and sent to 
the penitentiary for a period of 3 years. 
The law provides that the Government 
shall pay such a person a fair and re~on
able price for his plant. 

It is my contention that when we are 
in a war a fair and reasonable price does 
not include a profit. Mr. Nelson has the 
power to act now. In his recent radio 
speech, one of the reasons which he gave 
for lagging productior was "the reluc
tance to increase the number of shifts." 
He did not say whether that reluctance 
was on the part of management or labor, 
but if Mr. Nelson will institute a non
profit policy ·r guarantee that if the fault 
is labor's they will willingly increase the 
shifts, whereas if the fault is manage
ment's he has the power to compel them 
to increase the shifts. 

Furthermore, there is 'the question of 
the 40-hour week. Judging from my 
mail, some are under the impression that 
provision in the law for a 40-hour week 
means that workers are not allowed 
to work more than 40 hours a week, but, 
of course, that rs not the case. There is 
no prohibition against a laborer working 
longer than 40 hours. The law requires 
management to pay the worker time and 
a half for all the time he works. over 40 
hours. Therefore, if this law is holding 
up production, it is very possible that it 
is because management is unwilling to 
pay the additional wage. If that is the 
case, then a no-profit policy would re
move that as a cause for friction. 

Mr. President, when I was a buck pri
vate in World War No. 1 I made up my 
mind that the only fair policy for any 
government to follow during war was 
profits for no one and .duty for everyone. 
I determined then that· I would fight war 
profits with all my energy. I have kept 
that promise. 

There is much being said about an all
out war effort .. That is my pro~am ex
actly. It includes no profi' ·, no strikes, 
no racketeers either in management or 
labor, no delays or hindrances in produc
tion. During peacetime we are creating 
wealth. Therefore, the profit system 
works well and furnishes proper incentive 
to enterprise. 

But during war we are not creating 
wealth; we are destroying wealth. Every 
time we fire one of our big guns, thou
sands of dollars go up in smoke. Every 
time a city is bombed, wealth is destroyed. 
We are not increasing wealth. We are 
not creating wealth. We are destroying 
wealth. Therefore, if any person comes 
out of this war with a 10-percent profit 
or a 1-percent profit, then someone else 
has had to pay extra in order for that 
person to have a profit. 

Unless every person in the United 
States comes out of the war with less 
than he had when we went in, then the 
burdens of war have not been equally or 
fairly distributed. 

But you say to me, we must have the 
profit incentive in order to get the max
imum production. If that is true with 
respect to management, then do not talk 
about limiting wages. If that is true with 
respect to industry, then do not talk 
about a price ceiling on agriculture. 

Either none should profit or else all 
should profit. Obviously, all cannot 
profit. Obviously, if we continue a com
petitive scramble for profits, we shall lose 
this war and everything we hold dear. 

Mr. President, profits in wartime are 
wrong. Therefore, why should we sanc
tion them in cost-plus-profit contracts? 
I am opposed to them. I have been op
posed to them and fought them at every 
opportunity · 

I helped p&.ss the law to which I re
cently referred, giving the Government 
power to seize a man's factory and send 
him to the penitentiary if he did not co
operate in our war effort. 

I nelped sponsor another bill which we 
passed last year, giving the Government 
power to requisition property. 

Mr. President, my program is an all
out program. The people of my State, 
led by one of the big newspapers, are 
demanding that we suspend the 40-hour 
week and pass legislation preventing all 
stoppages in industry. 

I favor both propositions. 
Almost a year ago I advocated these 

same steps . . Now that we are actually in 
war, I am even more in favor of them, 
but my program does not ctop there; it 
goes all the way and includes manage
ment as well as labor; it includes no 
profits as well as no strikes. 

But I am wondering if those who have 
been so eager to have Congress suspend 
the 40-hour week and pass antistrike 
laws will be just as eager now to take 
away all profits from industry. 

I welcomed their support on the other 
part of the program, and I here and now 
invite and welcome their support in stop
ping war profits, in a move really to 
make tJ:is war a community effort. 

OUTLAW LABOR RACKETEERS 

Mr. President, early this year there 
came to my office a complaint about la
bor racketeers charging for the privilege 
of working on the powder plant at Chou
teau, Okla. I referred this complaint to 
Lt. Col. H. A. Montgomery, Corps of En
gineers, and in charge of construction of 
that plant. After an investigation, Colo
nel Montgomery wrote me, in part, as 
follows: 

The information at hand indicates that 
the complainants have been misinformed or 

have been the intended victims of some in
dividuals or groups, posing as union officials, 
since there is no evidence of the existence of 
a "Tulsa Local No. 154" in any organized craft. 

This would indicate that the labor 
unions are not to blame for everything 
that has been done in their names. 

But I have a number of letters, some 
from people I know personally, who are 
telling me of this outrageous practice 
of charging persons for the privilege of 
working. The complaints which have 
come to me recite cases at the Chouteau 
powder plant, also at the new depot being _ 
constructed near Oklahoma City, also 
on the Cookson Hills training camp 
near Muskogee. Such a practice is wrong 
and must be stopped. There is legisla
tion pending before committees of the 
Senate which will put an end to such 
racketeering as this. 

The dislocation of different businesses 
in Oklahoma has turned many persons 
out of their former employment. Nat
urally, they are trying to get employment 
in war industries. Many of them .do not 
have the money to make these initial 
payments. Therefore, they cannot get 
employment. · 

But even if ·they had the money, the 
principle is wrong. It is un-American. 
This whole war is to determine whether 
or not we will have the right to live as 
free men. Therefore, the bitter irony of 
this whole situation should speed our 
committees to action. The very idea of 
free Americans having to purchase per
Z:lission to work in a war industry in 
order to fight a war for liberty. Our 
people will not stand for this sort of 
thing. The labor racketeer arid the in
dustrial profitee..a. must both go. 

Mr. President, I am a part of an ad
ministration which has done more for 
labor than any other administration in 

~ the history of thi~ Government. I have 
personally battled for the rights and 
privileges which are so dear to labor. I 
have not cpanged in my policy toward 
labor at all. But now we are in war and 
we must change to a war status. We 
mus,t recognize that there is a vast differ
ence between a war economy and a 
peacetime economy. 

Therefore, I urge the leaders of the 
administration and the labor leaders to 
join with the people in this all-out pro
gram which is absolutely necessary if 
we are to win the war in the &hortest 
possible time. If the labor leaders and 
the leaders of the administration will 
themselves suspend these laws for the 
duration of the war, it will be much bet-' 
ter than to have them swept aside by 
those who are unfriendly' to these social 
gains. 

Unless this is done by friendly hand5, 
instead of these laws being suspended 
for the duration of the war, many of 
them will be repealed altogether and 
many years will elapse before we can 
replace them. 

Mr. President, I have always supported 
the program of organized labor and col
lective bargaining. I am for the labor 
union, but there is another union that 
is more important, and that is the Union 
of our 48 States. Unless we can preserve 
this Union and keep th~ Stars and 
Stripes flying above American soil, there 
will be no labor unions to protect. 
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There is a difference ·between repeaiing 

a law and suspending it for the duration 
of the war. There are many, rights and 
privileges which we would die for to pre
serve in peacetimes that we voluntarily 
surrender during war. We are fighting 
for the freedom of the press, but it has 
long been established that the Govern
ment has power to censor the news
papers, and even today the newspaper_s 
are operating under a voluntary censor
ship. 
~he right o: freedom of the press was 

denied during the World War and at 
least one person sent to the penitentiary 
for printing and circulatir_g handbills: 

When a soldier is drafted into the serv
ice of his country, he surrenders his right 
to free speech, ·his right to free press, his 
liberty; he surrenders his right under 
the thirteenth amendment, which guar
antees that "involuntary servitude shall 
not exist in the United States," and in 
thousands of cases he gives up his right 
to life' itself. Therefore, it is idle to op
pose an all-out program because it in
volves certain hardships upon civilians. 
The war must be won. We cannot dally 
with the issues of death. 

I now wish.:.to quote r.. few lines from a 
minister of the Gospel in Oklahoma City: 

The forty-third man from my church is 
leaving today. These boys are in Iceland 
and Panama. Some of them were through 
the battle of Java and are now in Australia. 
They are officers, privates, noncoms, and 
in all divisions of the service. I look at their 
mothers and fathers everytime I stand in 
m:r pulpit. There I see one little mother and 
father who have a son with MacArthur at 
Bataan, from whom they have never had a 
word. I can hardly look in their. direction at 
church without tears. They live in mortal 
suspense. It is hard for them to accept. rea
sonable propositions when they ask "Why 
isn't something done to relieve the boys out 
tHere?" 

Let those who feel that it works a hard
ship on industry to be required to build 
bombers without a profit explain that 
hardship to this mother and father. Let 
those who feel that the suspension of 
some of their peacetime rights and privi
leges will work an inconvenience to them 
explain that inconvenience to these par
ents. Let those who insist on a cost-plus 
10-percent profit explain their right to 
that profit to the shell-shocked, the 
maimed, the blind, and the crippled boys 
who will come back from this war. 

Mr. President, my ·program is what
ever it takes we are going to produce 
and send to the battle fronts, no matter 
what sacrifice has to be made to do it, 
and there is going to be no comprise with 
anyone on this program. 

LABOR. AND WAR PRODUCTION 

Mr. O'DANIEL. Mr. President, with 
the permission of the Senator from Utah 
[Mr. MURDOCK], I ask unanimous con
sent to have printed in the RECORD at 
this point in my remarks some of the 
telegrams which I have received from 
sincere, honest, patriotic citizens mak
ing suggestions for legislation which 
they believe should be enacted by the 
Congress, and urging the Congress to do 
something -to speed up the production 
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of war materials. I urge the commit- ' 
tees in charge of the bills which are in:. 
tended to speed up war production to 
use their best efforts to bring the bills 
to the floor of the Senate at the earliest 
possible date. 

There being no objection, the tele
grams were ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as f_ollows: 

STAMFORD, TEx., March 18, 1942. 
Han. W. LEE O'DANIEL, 

Senator from Texas, 
Washington, D . C.: 

Urge immediate action on legislation to 
suspend time-and-one-half and double-pay 
provisions of labor contracts for duration of 
war, limit profits on defense work at reason
able levels, abolish Agricultural Adjustment 
Administration program and prevent further 
advances in agricultural products, and raise 
needed revenues with a. sales tax. 

BARTLETT HOLLAND. 
E. F. PRICHARD. 

DALLAS, TEx., March 17, 1942. 
Hon. Senator LEE O'DANIEL, 

Washington, D. C.: 
Congress should stop coddling labor and 

losing the war. I am in favor of open shop 
and the abolition of 40-hour week and extra 
pay. 

BEDFORD 8HELMIRE, M. D. 

ALTO, TEx., March 17, 1942. 
Hon. W. LEE O'DANIEL, · 

United States Senator from Texas: 
It is the unanimous opinion this club that 

you take immediate action abolishing 40-hour 
week and adopt the "work or fight" policy 
and enact effective legislation outlawing 
strikes in war industries. 

ALTO LIONS CLUB'. 

DENTON, TEx., March 17, 1942. 
w. LEE O'DANIEL, 

Care Senate: 
At a meeting of the directors of the Denton, 

Tex., Chamber of Commerce held March 16, 
1942, it was unanimously agreed that indus
trial and labor conditions of the United 
States require immediate legislation in order 
to speed up production of war needs; and 

Whereas the 40-h_our week has. not justified 
President Franklin D Roosevelt's statement 
or hopes that the United States be the arsenal 
for democracy. we urge that the 40'-hour week 
be abolished by act of Congress; and 

Whereas strikes for more than a year have 
impeded ptoduction of necessary war equip
ment, it is insisted by this body that labor or 
industry which refuses to function for the 
best interest of. the allied nations should be 
immediately inducted into the fighting 
forces; and 

Whereas at present a workman in order to 
get work in many of the war production fac
tories is compelled to join a union, it is rec
ommended that closed shops be made un
lawful: Now, be it 

Resolved, That we respectfully urge Mem
bers of Congress and President Franklin D. 
Roosevelt to give immediate support to the 

· enactment of such remediallegjslation. 
W. C. ORR, 

President, Chamber of Commerce . 

HOUSTON, TEX., March 17, 1942. 
Senator O'DANIEL, 

Washington, D. C.: 
The ·53 members of the Houston Executive 

Association unanimously approved this morn
ing your stand with reference to organized 
labor being required to make concessions to 
the national war effort, Keep up the good 
work. We are all behind you. 

HOUSTON EXEcUTIVE ASSOCIATION. 

CUERO, TEx.~ March 17, 1942. 
Senator W. LEE O'DANIEL, 

Washington, D. C.: 
Cuero people Unanimously demanding more 

aggressive defense activities and more mili
tant measures, such as- immediately placing 
production on 24-hour basis and removing 
40-hour labor limit. Our citizens cooperat
ing by furnishing defense funds and valiant 
sons, and urgently request that Washington 
carry forward all our program. 

CUERO CHAMBER OF COMMERCE. 

DALLAS, TEx., March 17, 1942. 
Senator W. LEE O'DANIEL: 

Forget 40 hours. Let's get going. Action, 
action, more action. 

A. J. WILLIAMS, 
Dallas Foundry. 

DALLAS, TEX., March 17, 1942. 
Senator W. LEE O'DANIEL: 

To hell with Japan and strikers on defense 
works and 40-hour week. 

HUGH B. WILLIAMS. 

KARNES CITY, TEX., March 17, 1942. 
Hon. W. LEE O'DANIEL, 

United States Senator: 
The time has come when . the people expect 

and demand an all-out effort in this war. At 
home we are. without murmur, buying our 
bonds and stamps and paying our taxes. We 
request you to do all in your power to in
augurate and support all legislation that wiJl 
outlaw any form of strikes in defense indus.
tries and the relaxation or abolishment of 
limitations of the 40-hour week. From here 
it appears that winning this war is now the 
primary task and all else fs secondary, in
cluding corporation profits, farm blocs, busi
ness as usual, high union fees, and lobbyists. 

KARNES CITY (TEx.) 
CHAMBEr. OF COMMERCE . . 

SAN ANTONIO, TEx., Mqrch 17, 1942. 
Senator LEE O'DANIEL: 

Repeal 40-hour law. Si>onsor anything to 
speed production. 

E. M. SEVENS, 
President, San Antonio Association 

of Automobile Finance Companies. 

LoNGVIEW, TEx., March 17, 1942. 
Senator W. LEE. O'DANIEL, 

Washington, D. C.: 
Donald Nelson's radio address tonight 

sounds good, but it is still necessary to pay 
tribute to a labor union in order to get a job 
on a defense project. Texas people are sick 
of pecksmiffi.an r.ighteousness. 

J. N. SAYE. 

HOUSTON, TEX., March 18, 1942. 
Senator W. LEE O'DANIEL, 

Washington, D. C.: 
It is the desire of Eastwood Men's Club 

that Congress pass suitable· laws to destroy 
the methods used to block production or 
hinder or delay construction of war mate
rials vital to the protection of our American 
standard of life. Such action should be 
taken immediately. 

EASTWOOD MEN'S CLUB, 
C. G. GamBLE, Chairman. 

EDINBURG, TEx., March 18, 1942. 
Hon. W. LEE O'DANIEL, 

Senator, Capitol Station, 
Washington, D. C.: 

We want action. Why TlOt freeze all em
ployer-employee relation and kill all labor 
dispute for duration. Raise 40-hour restric
tion and give all-out aid to war production. 

EDINBURG CHAMBER COMMERCE. 
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SAN ANTONIO, TEX., March 17, 1942. 

Senator W. LEE O'DANIEL, 
Washington, D. C.: 

Please support the Smith bill. 
J. W. GORMAN. 

BEAUMONT, TEX., March 18, 1942. 
w. LEE O'DANIEL, 

Washington, D. C.: 
The same interests that destroyed the 

economic opportunities of this country are 
running the war. Unless chain-store and 
monopoly stool pigeons and labor racketeers 
are gotten rid of you are not going to win. 

c. M. MABRY. 

CRYSTAL CITY, TEX., March 18, 1942. 
Senator W. LEE O'DANIEL, 

Senate Chamber, Washington, D. C.: 
We decided today at regular meeting to let 

our representatives in Washington know that 
we approve of more definite constructive 
action in this crisis by eliminating some of 
the national sores apparently· on the body 
politic. We would like to see the 40-hour 
week eliminated, strikes abolished, wages 
fixed; prices fixed, profits eliminated, and 
a definite order to go ahead in all defense 
industry, .and stop so much talk, and get 
down to action. If necessary, conscript all 
manpower, capital, but, above all, arm the 
Army and Navy and let's get something done 
that will contribute more to success than 
has been done. Maybe you say why don't 
we do something. You tell us. We are 
ready. 

ALL MEMBERS OF CRYSTAL 
CITY ROTARY CLUB. 

EDINBURG, TEX., March 18, 1942. · 
Senator W. LEE O'DANIEL, 

WashingtonJ D. C.: 
The one objective of loyal Americans is to 

win this war . Anything that hinders or in- · 
terferes with it should be removed by what
ever action is necessary. Edinburg citizens 
in mass meeting assembled urge repeal of the 
40-hour law for duration of war in all defense 

- industries, enactment of legislation to out
law strikes in those industries, and sp.eeding 
up by all possible means production of arma- • 
ments and supplies needed to speedily accom
plish this objective. This message is respect
fully sent after hearing President's comment 
on situation today. We do not believe we 
are misinformed about the fundamentals in
volved or the imperative necessities of the 
situation·. 

Sm L. HARDIN, Chairman. 
A. A. ALDRICH, Mayor. 

EDINBURG, TEX., March 18, 1942. 
Senator. w .. LEE O'DANIEL, 

Washington, D. C.: 
Stop strikes, draft labor and capital, put 

strikers on the front lines of our Army at 
$21 per month. Our boys don't fight 8 hours 
per day and quit in the middle of a battle 
because their time is up. No overtime pay 
for them. We Texans are getting mad and 
can raise an army of 1,000,000 men to handle 
strikers if necessary. This is no time for 
pussyfooting around. 

W. P. SMITH. 

DALLAS, TEX., March 17, 1942. 
Senator W. LEE O'DANIEL, 

Senate Building, 
Washington, D. C.: 

Have talked with dozens of people all walks 
of life past several days, and without excep
tion all demanding Congress and adminis-

- tration take immediate steps speed up defense 
production by outlawing strikes, eliminating 
40-hour week, and curtailing profits. If such 
legislation is speedily enacted, it will do more 
to uplift morale of people and give them con
fidence in Government than anything else. 
If not, the opposite effect will result. The 

eyes of Texas are on their representatives in 
Washington: · 

R.I. PAYNE. 

TYLER, TEX., March 18, 1942. 
Han. W. LEE O'DANIEL, 

Washington, D. C.: 
Both of us have brothers in the Army, and 

they are working full time. We demand and 
know you will use every effort to accomplish 
the following: Suspension of the 40-hour 
week and overtime for the duration. And 
why should any American have to pay some 
labor racketeer mane~ to work in defense 
plants in the United States? 

Mr. and Mrs. MANER GRAHAM. 

DALLAS, TEX., March 18, 1942. 
Messrs. LEE O'DANIEL, ToM CoNNALLY, HAT

TON W. SUMNERS, 
Washington Office, Washington, D. C.: 

Dallas wants no recess in Congress; no 
congressional sit-down strikes. Dallas wants 
record of all votes. 

DALLAS COMMITTEE OF INVESTIGATION. 

HOUSTON, TEX., March 18, 1942. 
Senator W. LEE · O'DANIEL: 

All strikes and overtime should be abol
ished during war. 

LLOYD P. WEBRE. 

RUSK, TEX., March 18, 1942. 
Han. W. LEE O'DANIEL, 

United States Senator, 
Washington, D. C.: 

Unanimous actions by resolutions this post 
that you repeal 40-hour workweek; adopt 
work or fight policy; enact legislation pre- , 
vent strikes war industries. 

COLEMAN ISGATE POST, 293, 
AMERICAN LEGION. 

TYLER, TEX., March 18, 1942. 
Han . . W. LEE O'DANIEL,. 

Washington, D. C.: 
Suspend 40-hour workweek and overtime 

and double time. Abolish strikes. completely 
and entirely stop unions from collecting a 
fee for the privilege of working on defense 
jobs. 

R. L. WooD. 

EL PASO, T~., March 18, 1942. 
The Honorable W. LEE O'DANIEL, 

Senate Office Building, 
• Washington, D . C.: 

We dm and must win this war . Impera
tive that we brush away every obstacle im
peding or slowing down necessary war pro~ 
duction facilities. Those in authority should 
commandeer industry and labor alike, limit 
profits to industry ' and business in general, 
suspend hour-and-wage provisions. and for
bid strikes for duration. Put a ceiling price 
on farm products from producers to middle
man and ultimate consumer. Defeat any 
and all legislation for expenditures for non
war purposes. Reduce all nonwar agencies 
to minimum requirements or close activities 
during emergency. · Let's clear our decks for 
ruthless war and get tough. 

Southwestern Wholesalers Distributors 
Association; Zork Hardware Co.;· 
Darbyshire Harvie Iron & Ma
chine Co.; Crane O'Fallon Co.; E. 
Meagher, manager, El Paso branch, 
American Rad. & Std. Sanitary Cor
poration; Mine & Smelter Supply 
Co .; Momsen Dunnegan Ryan Co. 

AUSTIN, TEX. 
Han. W. LEE O'DANIEL, 

Washington, D. C.: 
This is a copy of the action of the board of· 

directors of the Austin Chamber of Commerce 
taken March 16, 1942. . 

"It is our firm belief that many of the 
elected servants of 130,000,000 Americans are 

not clearly expressing the will of the people. 
There is too much talk and too little real 
statesmanship and sane action to accom
plish what all concede is the paramount is
sue 'Win this war.' This is no time for po
litical fences, political trades, and social re
forms. If we lose this war, what good are 
politics or our social reform? It is Wash
ington's job to state plainly the feelings and 

. beliefs of the people, and we believe the people 
want immediate action that will insure re
sults. Each elected servant should devote 
100 percent of his time and energy to winning 
this war. To assure this we demand that 
legislation to accomplish these six things be 
enacted by April 1 : 

"1. Work or fight. 
"2. Open shop and no strikes. 
"3. No profiteering. 
"4. Eliminate 40-hour week. 
"5. No labor racketeering. 
"6. Definite wage control. 
"We are ready and willing to accept any sac

rifices to win this war, but an awakened Con
gress must see that the proper machinery is 
put into action at once to accomplish this. 
Our public servants must be more concerned 
about Jap gains than social gains. They 

· must place the safety of our Nation above the 
safety of their political future. 

"Each Member of the Texas delegation ls 
called upon to answer immediately with a 
positive statement of his intentions. 

"E. B . Moody, president; Clark C. Camp
bell; Dennis W . Macken; J . R. Al
len; Huron W. Mills; J. E. Harrison; 
E. J. St. John; E. G . Kingsbery; 
A. B. Spires; T . ·B. Warden; W. F . 
McNamara; Jim Navy; James J 
O'Brien, C. S.C.; George C. Quirin; 
V. P . Patterson; Thurlow B. Weed: 
G. F . Thornhill; J. L. Rose; John H 
Fredericvtez.'' 

SHERMAN, TEX., March 17, 1942. 
Han. W. LEE O'DANIEL, 

United States Senator, 
Washington, D. C.: 

W.e earnestly urge immediate action com
pelling every group, firm, and individual to 
cooperate in all-out war .production witly>ut 
hour-and-wage limitations for the duration. 
Present crisis demands continuous operation 
24-hour day and 7 days every week. 

Board of Directors, Sherman Chamber 
of Co_mmerce: J. Tip Newell, J. B 
Knight, L. H. Young, Floyd Wal
lace. A. G . Hopkins, Carroll E 
Wood, Harry Hudgins, J. Newell 
Huston. Jess M. Totten, Frank P . 
Vogt, J. C. Durham, J. A. Alexander. · 
H. G. Tuck. E. B. Chapman. 

EDINBURG, TEX .. March 18, 1942. 
Hon. W . LEE O'DANIEL, 

Senate Office Bu,ilding, 
· . Washington, D . C.: 

Your talks appealing to mothers and all 
other patriotic citizens. Keep it up. 

B. F. McKEE. 

EL PASO, TEX., March 18, 1942. 
Han. W. LEE O'DANIEL, 

Senate of Uniterc States, 
Washington, D . C.: 

As group receiving daily calls to service we 
demand similar call to labor and· capital. 
Twenty-four hour days and 7-day weeks· in 

_ Army must be matched by defense indus
try. We call on Senators tc sacrifice too. 
Lives for votes. How about it? Answer 
Postal Telegraph. 

ACTION COMMITTEE, 
EL PASO JUNIOR CHAMBER OF COMMERCE. 

WESLACO, TEA., March 18, 1942. 
Senator W. LEE O'DANlEL, 

. Washington, D. C.: 
MacArthur· and h '.s men have no 40-hour 

week. Why should labor? We expect you as 
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our Senator to support any measure that will 
insure sufficient war equipment to support 
our fighting men. We are fed up on labor 
dic~atorship and other selfish pressure groups 
in Washington· delaying the war effort for 
their own greed. 

WESr.:ACO LIONS CLUB. 

WESLACO, TEx., March 18, 1942. 
Senator W . . LEE O'DANIEL, 

Washington, D. C.: 
Forty-hour workweek peacetime measure 

inappropriate under .war conditions. UI"ge 
your influence to assure continuous produc
tion in war industries. All out for victory. 

WESLACO BUSINESS AND 
PROFESSIONAL WOMEN'S CLUB. 

BROWN'SVILLE, TEX., March 17, 1942. 
Hon. W. LEE O'DAmEL, 

United States Senate, 
Washington, D. C.: 

Reqm:st you support Smith-Vinson anti
strike bill without any devitalizing amend
ments. 

Jo:.:;. C. JORDAN. 

DALLAS, TEX., March 17, 1942. 
Senator W. LEE O'DAN!EL, 

Washington, D. C.: 
This is the time for an all-out effort and 

sacrifice by every patriotic American. We be
lieve it is .your duty to foster repeal ot the. 
40-hour week and antistrike legislation for 
the duration immediately. Our fighting men 
need war materials right now, not 6 months 
off. Increased taxation will take care of ex
cess profits. Put your support· behind these 
movements. 

OTTO HEROLD. 
ALVIN HEROLD. 

LAREDO, TEX., March 17, 1942. 
Senator W. LEE O'DANIEL, 

Washington, D. C.: 
We are now engage~ in a war that demands 

full-time duty for everyone. The Laredo· 
Lions Club feels that 40-hour week should be 
abolished and ·every opportunity given busi
ness and labor to work night and day to win 
this war. Labor is just as necessary as serv
ice on the front and men in uniform do not 
fight by the hour. We must realize our posi
tion.. Remove all restrictions. Stop e.rgu
ments and have some action. 

LAREDO LIONS CLUB. 

. WACO, TEx., Ma1"ch 17, 1942. 
Senator · W. LEE O'DANIEL, 

Washington, D. C.: 
We. respectfully request that · immediate 

steps be taken to abolish the wage-and-hour 
law ·and to see that all factories working on 
defense program are immediately put on a 
247hour basis. Sentiment of all the mothers ~ 
and fathers is that immediate steps should 
be taken .· · 

Sam Bates, J. C. Teat, C. W. Neyhard, 
W. E. Shankle, W. M. Kirkpatrick, 
E. R. Rickey, Robert. M. Gorham. 
J. W. Simpson, M. L. Banda, B. M. 
Busy, J. H. Lawless, Dave Termin, 
H. B. Posey, S. E. Powers, J. F. 
Connor. 

KINGSVILLE, TEX., March 18, 1942. 
Senator W. LEE O'DANIEL, 

Washington, D. C.: 
Undersigned request you favor and urge 

passage of legislation immediately to suspend 
40-hour wage law, prohibit strikes in defense 
industries, and limitation of war profits. We 
feel boys fighting at front for $21 per month 
need the unqualified support of everyone at 
home. 

Ben F. Wilson, county judge; J. C. 
Nolan, mayor; J. H. Kidd, Jr., 
courity attorney; Gus L. Kowalski, 
attorney; E. W. House, banker; 
A. L. Kleberg, city commissioner; 

Clyde M. Allen; F. Fromme; D. A. 
Barber; Max Cornelius; Otis West; · 
J. C. Chandler, D. D.; Robert Eck
hardt, merchant; Charles H. Flato 
3d, hardware -merchant; C. C. 
Weller, druggist; · li, T. Collins, 
banker; M. A. Smith, Jr., ban.ker; 
Mrs . .r. A. Demauri, Jr.; J : B. Otto; 
G. M. Patton; Hill Reese; H. B. 
Hollyfield; Tom Talty; R. C. Dur
ham, Edwards Food Store; F. R. 
Kirk, engineer; J. S. Cage; R. K. 
Cumberland, farmer; Rex Wright, 
groceryman; Pauline W. Jester, 
teacher; Marion Chandler, banker; 
Joe B. Waldman, _merchant; Mrs. 
Mae Demauri; R. W. Jennings; 
manager Cage Hardware and Im
plement Co.; G. C. Ellis, druggist; 
Paul M. Riley, professor A. and I. 
College; W. A. Donaldson, locomo
tive engineer; B .. B. Woodall, loco
motive engineer; H. M. McCormick, 
merchant; N. M. Harrell, druggist; 
F. C. Johnson, district manager, 
Weisman Jewelry Co.; J. J . Weis
man; J ·. H. Weisman; Christ 
George; G. A. Haag; W. T. Mathis, 
county commissioner; Raleigh 
Colston, insurance; W. G. Eubanks, 

·engineer; John D. Finnegan; Dr. 
Houston. Brown; Caesar Kleberg; 
J. C Yeary; Chamber of Commerce, 
Kingsville, by E B. Erard; Alex J. 
Anderson, boilermaker and welder; 
M. C. Reese, chairman pro tempore 
Locomotive Engineers. 

TYLER, TEX.1 March 18, 1942. 
Senator W. LEE O'DANIEL, 

. . Washington, D. C.: 
Attended mass meeting Smith Courity to

night. I am 100 percent behind resolutions 
adopted. We want action now, not later. 
Let us hear from you. 

T. L. JOHNSON. 

DALLAS, TEx., March 17, 1942. 
Senator W. LEE O'DANmL, 

Senate Building, Washington, D. C.: 
We are all employed in the home office of a 

theater organ_izatioii and well know the value 
of this form of amusement to public in times 
such as these. We are not jn the busine'ls 
of manufacturing vital defense materials, but 
if we were. certainly would not jeopardize our 
country's chances by participating in strikes . 
or insisting that a 40-hour week continue. 
We look to you, our Representatives· in Wash
ington, to do everything . in your power to 
enact legislation to outlaw all strikes and 
eliminate the 40-hour week. De~p 1n the 
hearts of we girls, deep in the heart of Texas, 
is a sincere prayer that you will take action. 

Mollie M. Warner, Lillian Skrehot, 
Blanche B. Boyle, Lee Roy Caffo, 
Edna Leonard, Margaret Morris, 
Dorothy Johns, Florence Hugh·~s. 
Thelma Seaton, Frances McClinton, 

. Marilyn Bragg. 

TYLER, TEx., March 18, 1942. 
Senator W. LEE O'DANIEL, 

Washington, D. C.: 
Urge repe~l 40-hour week. Ask legislation 

24-hour day, 7-day week production war ma
terial, penal offense labor striking defense 
plant. Immediate action expected. 

M. B. RUDMAN. 

BoRGER, TEx., March 17, 1942: 
Hon. W. LEE O'DANmL, 

Senate Office Building, 
Wasliington, D. C.: 

Mothers, fathers, wives of Hutchinson
County men in service want full_ industrial 
defense production immediately. It's up to. 
you, our leaders, to show the same courage 
and resourcefulness and unselfish devotion to 
duty as the_ men and women who o1Ier their 

ltves. Don't beg industry and labor, tell them 
what to do, like you command our loved ones 
in un~form to march into the jaws of death. 
Be our leaders--good ones. Act now. 

. W. A. SEEGER. 

TYLER, TEx., March 18, 1942. 
Senator W. LEE O'DANIEL, 

Washington, D. C.: 
. Urge your immediate support in repeal of 

the 40-hour-week law and that all defense 
plants be placed on 24-hour day, 7 days a 
week, and making . it a criminal offense for 
anyone to strike in defense work for duration 
of war. 

A. J. HARRIS. 

SPUR·, TEX., March 17, 1942. 
Hon. W. LEE O'DANmL, 

United States Senator, 
Washington, D. C.: 

We respectfully urge that you continue your 
fight for longer hours for labor, make provi
sions .for induction into the Army for strikers, 
and require more cooperation from industry. 
These are the sentiments of our entire county. 

M. H. BARNNEN, 
County Democratic Executive Committee. 

SAN ANTONIO, TEX., March 18, 1942. 
Senator W. LEE O'DANIEL: 

Information desired by defense chairman 
for State conference, Texas Daughters Ameri
can Revolution, as voting citizens, mothers, 
and wives or soldiers as to proper committees 
in Congress with names of chairmen and 
other keymen who should be telegraphed for 
action in f?ecuring suspension of 40-hour 
workweek and passage of legislation insuring 
continuous- capacity production in war plants 
for duration. Will deeply appreciate favor if 
you will kindly furnish thls information. 
Wire· collect. , 

MRs. D.P. GERMANE, 
State Defense Chairman, 

Daughters of the American Revolution. 

SHER~AN, TEx .. March 17, 1942. 
Han. W. LEE O'DANIEL, 

Senate Chamber, Washington, D. C.: 
We demand immediate legislation and ac

tion: To outlaw all labor strikes. To forbid 
overtiJne on Sundays and holidays. To elimi
nate the 40-hour week. To place industry on 
24 hours a day, 7 days a week production. 
To place· a ceiling on all wages and prices. 
To have government · crack down on all 
business-as-usual individuals, industries, and 
organizations, and force complete mobiliza
tion of all our forces and resources to - win 
this struggle. To force all politicians to place 
the interests pf the Nation above all selfish 
desires. - This is war. Our men are being 
killed. We had rather be regimented freemen 
for the duration and win the peace for our 
children than be .slaves of totalitarianism .. 

Sherman Rotary Club: J. A. Alexander, 
Earl Altman, Carey Anderson, John 
W. Bailey, Virgil Baker, James 
Binkley, Paul Bimmerman, W. J. 
Carpenter, A: Y. Creager, Chas. 
Calhoun, John C. Daniel, Bryon 
Davis, Joe Dodson, W. S. Dorset, 
Basel Delaney, Joe Durning, Carl 
Enloe, Will H. Evans, Mordaunt 
Everheart, James A. Fant, A. Fer
nandez, W. J. Folley, Leon Foshee, 

· James R. Grady, Levis Hall, Jr., 
E. M. Hampton, Lofton Hendrick, 
Arthur _Hopkins, Nolan Jackson, 
Joe A. Keith, Herman Klapproth, 
A. Kubala, Geo. Livingston, Henry 
Lee Lawrence, Barney McLean, 
W. J. McGee, Jack McGee, H. L. 
McLean, L. L. McCruthin, John T. 
Nan, Tip Newell, John H. Perry, 
R. G. Piner, E. H. Powell, Stanley 
Roberts, Sr., Stanley Roberts, Jr., 
Virge! Ryan, C. W. Scheurer, 
Walter Seale, Sam H. Shutt, John 
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H. Sicks, Pail Gordon, Silas Lee 
Simmons, Jack Smith, Bob Steak
ley, Cobel Strothers, W. W. Simp
son, Frank Thompson, Jim Tong, 
E. B. Tucker, S. P. Tucker, C. E. 
Vandemark, Frank Vogt, Floyd 
Wallace, Geo. Wear, Max -R. Wood
ward, Sam Wolfe. 

SAN ANTONIO, TEx., March 17, 1942. 
Senator W. LEE O'DANIEL, ' 

Washington, D . C. : 
Congressional inactivity is disgusting Tex

ans. War-aid measures are dormant in the 
Senate without justifiable excuse. The in
terests of groups, you know, are receivi~g 
more consideration than the business of the 
people. Big spending ' of money and slapping 
of business in tr ~ face will not win the war. 
You have the leadership to become tellingly 
aggressive. We beg you to throw yourself 
into. the fight as when you sold flour. Whole 
Texas . will back you up. 

JES F. WOLFE, 
President, Southwestern Seating Co. 

SAN MARCOS, TEX., March 17, 1942. 
Senator W. LEE O'DANIEL, 
Senator ToM CoNNALLY, 

Washington, D. C.: 
We solemnly pledge that we will refuse to 

vote for the reelection of any United States 
Senator or Congressman who does not con-

. sistently vote for a law outlawing all strikes 
in every · defense industry and who does not 
vote to abolish the 40-hour week in defense 
industries for the duration. 

Tom Sumners, Ford dealer; Addison 
Buckner, publisher; Walter Buck
ner, publisher; C. H. Clayburn, 
laundryman; J. A. Younger, cafe; 
.Charles Brown, publisher; Bert 
Miller, druggist; W. Ryan, J?odge
Plymouth; Frank Zimmerman, 
theater. 

WINNSBORO, TEX., March 17, 1942. 
Senator W. LEE O'DANfEL, 

Washington, D. C.: 
We, the members of the Rotary Club of 

Winnsboro, Tex., wish · to inform you of the ' 
· rising tide of impatience, amazement, and 
. indignation against the delay and inaction 

of our President, Senators, and Repr.esenta- : 
. tives. We demand prompt action. We are 

more concerned about getting supplies to our 
brave boys on the firing lines than iii pre
serving ·the social gains of any preferred group · 
at home. 

We are not enemies ·of union labor, but we 
believe that union labor should make sacri
fices wit~' the rest of us. The stubborn effort 
of politicians to protect all the..gains -of organ
ized labor while the public and the men at 
the front are putting all into the war will 
result in a Nation-wide reaction that will 
sweep away those coveted gains. 

We demand the suspension of the 40-hour 
week; we demand that strikes which hold up 
war production be stopped; we demand that 
noncooperating, profiteering business leaders 
be dealt with as public enemies. We will not 
listen to plausible alibis. Cut the red tape , 
and drive ahead. 

Passed by unanimous vote. 
CHARLES L. BOUNDS, 

Chairman of Committee. 

HOUSTON, TEX., March 17, 1942. ' 
Hon. LEE O'DANIEL, 

The Senate, Washington, D . C.: 
The undersigned citizens at ~he monthly 

meeting of the insurance exchange of Hous
ton voted unanimously today to wire you our 
strong belief that immediate and · effective 
legislation be adopted to outlaw strikes and 
any stoppage of ·work -in industries essential 
to successful -prosecution at the war. We 

. urge that this is of paramount importance, 
and no consideration of any sort should stand 
in the way of immediate passage and en
forcement of such legislation. We believe 
the people of this section are in no mood to 

· accept any reason or excuse if the Congress 
· does not appreciate the national peril suffi

ciently to brush aside opposition of selfish 
. groups who oppose such action. We want 
. the machines producing war materials run-. 

ning 24 hours a day. This action came by 
spontaneous suggestion from the membership. 
without any suggestion from the officers or 
directors of this association. The purpose 
of this message is to give you the sentiment 
of approximately 1,100 citizens employed in 
the firms represented at this meeting. . 

A. D. Langham, Claxton A, Iiams, J. T. 
CJJ.rson, Mrs. Margaret Cliristy, 
Miss Una Hooper, w: 0. Woods, 
Wilbur T . Smith, Jno. R . Young, 
A. L. ·Vetrano, Mrs. Ala Bonner, 
Curtis Knobelsdorf, Robert Gart
ner, Jr., Willie Tucker, W. Tucker 
Blaine, W. B. Ruth, Mrs. W. W. 
Bland, John G. Jones, D. L. An
derson, Mrs . . Vera L. McCartney, 
Annette Fraser Baker, R. H. Bran- · 
ham, Geo. W. Dorrance, Russel 
Lee Jacobe, Roy D. Montgomery,_ 
W. M. Denton, Rufus Cage, A. M. 
Tomforde, M. M. -Schwartz, Tom 
Godfrey, C. R. Yanch, Bill Urban, 
Mrs. M. R. Bunch, Mrs. Phil H. 
Arbuckle, Evander Ammons. Mrs . 
E. Ammons, A. M. Gideon, E. P. 
Gregg, W. J. Gebhard, W. C. Frank, 
J. A. Brackney, Geo. M. Fleet, 
H. J. Heath, Raymond S. Mauk, 
·J .. Lee Quillen, . George Godine, 
Price K. Johnson, F . W. Dreyer, 
C. 0. Flint. Emmett D. Seale, Mrs. 
Dan J , Morse, John W. Daniel, 
J. H. Murray, Frank N. Godon, 

.Keith Collier. Ed Beular. L. ·o. 
Jarrell, Morris J. Strong, J.ohn D. 
Jones, W. L. Thaxton, Val Dawson,

1 

Louise Pr.a ter . Ben A. Calhoun, 
John B. Williams, W D. C. Lucy, 
Ethel Tucker, Miss Opal Bunting, 
Floyd · E. Ford, R. M. Blaine, Joe 
McDonald, J . M. Lev.i. Carle 4der
man, Mrs. M. Gillian, Malcolm S. 
McCorquodale, J . Hayden Young; 
J. F. Nowlin, R. G. Waters. J . G. 
Levey, R. E. L. Leiper, H. ·P . Cab
ness, Bill Potter. 

HENRIETTA, TEX,, March 18, 1942. 
Senator W. LEE O'DANIEL, 

Washington, D. C.: 
Our body had voted tor Congress to repeal 

the 40-hour-week law and also to prevent 
strikes and other conditions impeding de
fense production. This represents unanimous 
public sentiment in the Southwest. 

HENRIETTA AND CLAY COUNTY 
CHAMBER OF COMMERCE. 

TYLER, TEx., March 18, 1942. 
Senator W. LEE O'DANIEL, 

Washington, D. C.: 
Go all out fLr war effort. Cut out 40-hour 

week, overtime pay, and shut-downs. Think 
of boy, not blocs. 

ARCH C. PRICE .. 

GALVESTON, TEX., March 18, '1942. 
Hon. W. ·LEE O'DANIEL, · 

United States Senate, 
Washington, D. C.: 

· Our club, consisting of 87 members, urge 
yoU:, our congressional Representative, to do 
all possible to inaugurate 24-hour, 7-'days-per
week production program throughout the 

· Nation, taking such· steps as are necessary,· 
· either repealing or ·amending existing · laws 

now acting as barriers or making new laws to 
accomplish this end, also to eliminate strikes 

and bickerings between industry and labor 
employed on defense contracts. We want 
action and want it now. . . 

KlwANI3 CLUB OF .GALVESTON. 

TYLER, TEx., · March 18, 1942. 
w. LEE O'DANIEL, 

Washington, D. C.: 
Utge legislation·to speed production. Lives 

and liberty more important than group am
bitions and profits. Forty hours, idle plants, 
and racketeering criminal. 

LESLIE NEILL. 

LLANO, TEx., March 17, 1942. 
Senator W. L. O'DANIEL, 

Washington, D . c .: 
People here indignant over failure of Con

gress to discharge ·patriotic duty of support
ing legislation immediately to outlaw stJ:ikes 
in defense ·industries and suspend 40-hour 
week for duration, also adequately dealing 
with labor racketeers . Patience of civilian 
population ~s exhaustep and your mandate is 
clear. Unless condition changed at once, we 
believe pe'ople are approaching stage of revolt, 
and action alone, not words, can relieve tense 
situation. · 

Wilburn Oatman, Jr., president, Llano 
Lions Club; Bill S. Watkins, sec
retary; (Roster) · Members Llano 
Lions .Club: T. J. Watkins, mayor, 
city of Llano; H . J. Hoerster, presi
dent, chamber of commerce; Andy 
P . Box, county judge; Will Collins; 
A. H: Winkle; Carl Garner; M. C. 
·Da.lchau; Bailey Ratliff; A. C. Bow
man; C. C. Ashley; Miles Buttery; 
C. E. Bishop; J A. Mayes; Spencer 

·Weber; Orville Buttery; R. L. 
- Shepperd; Otto Holtzer; J. C. Jones; 

c. J . Whigham; John Cummins; 
. A. G . Macy; L. L. Bruhl; C. L. Tay
· lar; John L. Watkins; Van Spinks; 
Culiie · Carter; R. P . McWilliams; 

· C. · V. Robinson; L. H. Baldwin; 
Leroy Lange; T . J. Moore; F. M. 

· Cassiday; H. G . Wallace; Irvin 
Saltzman; N. A. Sanders; Leo 
Benorden; Thomas M. Spencer; yv. 
W. Hart; Dick Williamson; and G . 
T. Dono. 

WACO, TEX., March 18, 1942. 
Han. W. LEE O'DANIEL, · 

Washington, D. C.: 
. The people of this area recognize the terri
fying fact .that America has thus far lost ·the 
war. Our elected leaders have . sh.amelessly 
failed. to ,devote every hour of manpower, · 
every acre of l~nd, and every dollar of capital 
to the p_rosecution of war . Anyth.ing short 
of our utmost consecration to this . cause 
means national suicide and abject slavery. 

· We are distressed and disillusioned that 
selfishness and partisanship have impeded 
the production of tanks, planes, guns, and 
ships. Und~r the conditions existing today 
there is neither excuse for nor justice in a 
40-hour week. Strikes and lock-outs are tan
tamount to sabotage. Anyone who impedes 
production of military equipme'nt is a sub
versive force. Stiff-necked industry must 
eliminate business as usual and give 100-
percent effort to the war program. All groups, 
regardless of name Ol' party, must be made 
to recognize the folly of subsidizing non
production. Commodities essential for the 
prosecution . of this war should be rigorously 
rationed. · Abandon all nonessential agencies 
now using tax money, manpower, and ma
terials that are needed to make the war pro
gram efficient. Abolish 'all Government func
tions and formality that fail to contribute 
directly to our w.ar strength. If you would 
avoid inflation _and economic chaos; you mlist 

- place · a ·· ceiling on wages, profits, and com
modity prices. This is imperative. The life 
o~ m~ son and the· sons · of millions of other 
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loyal American citizens depend on immediate. 
a-nd strenuous cooperation for an all-out pro-· 
duction of sinews of war. we· are impatient 
and . angered with useless delays and boon
doggling. This must stop if loyal cooperation 
is to be expected. A demand for vigorous war 
effort is stronger here than it seems to be in 
Washington. In the name of our boys at the 
front, of the defense for a just cause, of love 
for civilization, of decency, and justice, I 
entrea:t you to give up aiJ political considera
tions and take the patriotic action so urgently 
indicated. This country is stirred to a depth 
heretofore untouched in its history at the 
lru:k of action on the part of our leaders. 
Give us action in that, and in that alone, 
you can depend on our wholehearted support. 

Respectfully, 
DEWITT T. HICKS, 

Mayor, City of Waco, Tex. 

PAMPA, TEx., March 18, 1942. 
w. LEE O'DANIEL, 

Senator, Washington, D. C.: 
. Our pledge to help win the war: We sol
emnly pledge that we will refuse to vote for 
the reelection of any United States Senator 
or any United States Congressman who does 
not consistently -vote for a law. outlawing all 
strikes in every industry connected with de
fense and who does not. vote to abolish the 
limitation of 40-hours-a-week labor in de
fense industries for the remainder of the 
war. 

The citizens of Pampa: Dudley West, 
·Perry Franklin, 0. Gillstrap, 
Thomas Cox, L. McCarroll, C. Cook, 
Herbert · Hudson, W. ·Hudson, Vir
ginia Hudson, Oscar. Johnson, Mrs. 
Kentling, M:rs. Moss. 'Charles Bur
ton, Mrs, Farrington, Ernest Crane, 
F . Hukill, Eq1mett Young; Ed Wiley, · 
Frank Culberson·., D. Sanders, Au
brey Randall, Henry Kolb, Louise 
Walstad. Henry Kolb, John Whel
chel, Sam. Devers, C. Ford, Floyd 
McConnell, J Kidwell, W Boyd, 
Chas, Kentling, Eugene Lewis, 
E. Anderson, F Morrison, Georg~ 
Woodhouse, Mrs. Kirby, D. ~irby, 
Tessie Parrish, Glen Carruth, Har
old Beck, Lewis Meers, Mrs. Swan, 
Sue Johnson, Almida Fraser, Kath
erine Rogers, Marion Kelley, Alice 
Scheig, Earl Scheig, All Blanchard,. 
Eunice Lilly. 

HOUSTON, TEX., March 18, 1942. 
Senator LEE. O'DANIEL, 

Washington, D. C.: 
Green and Murray give up right to strike. 

Blum did, too, out stayed with the 40-hour 
week. Look at France. 

~ORRA RooT CoDY. 

SAN ANTONIO, TEX., March 18, 1942. 
The Honorable LEE O'DANIEL, 

United States Senate, 
Washington, D. C.: 

Whenever labor legislation is introduced in 
Congress the President seems to head it off; 
now we are tired of the closed shop, strikes, 
and the 40-hour · week; promises apd wise 
cracks won't do; we want action. 

J. N. BEASLEY. 

HOUSTON, TEX., March 18, 1942. 
Sen a tor . W. LEE, O'DANIEL, 

washington, D . C.: 
The staff of the Methodist Hospital of 

Houston; Tex., consisting of 110 positions by 
unanimous vote on this date urge repeal of 
the 40-hour ·law and a 24-hour production of 
arms for our troops. We must win this war .. 

Dr. J. B. McCULLEY, 
Secre~ary of Staff. 

.HousTON, TEx., March 18, 1.942. 
Senator W. LEE O'DANIEL, 

Senate Office Bui lding, 
• Washington, D. C.: 

Please support Smith-Vinson bill intro
duced yesterday limiting profits and voiding 
overtime pay on labor. Eliminate profit eer
ing by business and labor alike during emer
gency, conscripting both if necessary- to speed 
war production. Urge Washington . to stop 
pussyfooting and playing politics, instead do 
what's necessary to win the war and do it 
now. 

W. M. WoLTMAN. 

. LONGVIEW, TEX., March 17, 1942. 
Senator W. LEE O'DANIEL, 

Washington, b. C.: 
Wholeheartedly behind those demanding 

immediate change 01 40-hour week. Also in 
favor of companies with war contracts being 
limited to 6 percent net profit. Believe 
everyone in Gregg County feels same. 

JOHN C. ROBBINS, Jr. 

SEGUIN, TEX., March 17, 1942. 
Hon. W. LEE O'DANIEL,-

Senate Chamber, Washington, D. C.: 
We dl:lmand that you abolish 40-hour week.· 

Institute 168-hour week, without extra paY.. 
Outlaw strikes affecting war production. In
stitute charges of treason and sabotage 
against labor gangsters who slow up produc
tion. Immediate induction into Army at sol
diers' pay of ail strikers. Demand action and 
leadership, not pussyfooting, immediately to 
protect morale of our boys. . 

. SEGUIN ROTARY CLUB, 
For Guadalupe County Citizens. 

WAELDER; TEx.,. Mag-ch 17, 1942. 
Senator W. LEE O'DANIEL. 

Washington, D. C.: 
As our representative in · Washington, we 

demand action on the following: First, that 
Congress forget their' petty differences and 
get · to work winning the v .. ar.· Second, that 
the 40-hour week and do,.Ihle pay on Sunday 
be a boll shed during the war. Third, not a 
loss of 1 hour by strikes du'.'iiig length of war. 
Fourth, that the so-called relief which is 
ruin)ng the. South be aboliRhed so that every 
dollar invested in bonds wm go direc:t to war 
effort. Fifth, freeze pricl) of wages and ma
terials. 

SIXTY-THREE CITIZENS OF WAELDER, TEX. 

EL PAso; TEX., March 17, 1942. 
Senator W. LEE O'DANIEL, 

Senate Office Building. 
Washington, D. C.: 

Join our fight for the boye in uniform. We 
demand full-time operation of all war-pro
duction facilities on 168-liour weekly basis 
and that Government stop the bickering be
tween labor- and capital, or other special 
privileged groups. We insist that MacArthur 
be furnished all essential supplies. You have 
the answer and immediate action will be 
your reply. Hope t}?.is called your attention. 

El Paso Trame Club: E. F. Sander
son, J. V. Braswell, C: H. Boyce, 
John A. Carrell, W. T .. Coniey, · 
N. L. Courreges. I.. H. Cowsert, J. W. 
Calla~an, Maxey .H. Carr, J. R. 
Dalby, M. S. Darbyshire, J. B. 
Davis, R. B. Da\'is, W C. Dugan, 
J. P. Evans, R. T . Eatman, Jr., Tom 
P. Fagen, W. H Francis, R. P. 
Flynn, K. E. G!hson, F. W. Gruel
ing, E. J. Grifflths, J . W. Gatlin, 
L. V. Gardiner, E. L. Guerry, Jr., 
A.M. Hofler, WalterS. Harris, N. L. 
Hamilton, Burt Heffield, J. G. 
Hernandez, Lee Roy Kelly, T. S. 
King, Sam L. Lewis,- Abner S. Lips· 
comb, B. F. Littleton, J. H. Milli-

nary, J. R. McDade, E. L. McHabb, 
J. L. Naylor, A. G. Nelson, Harry E. 
North, Claude B. Olney, P. G. 
O'Neal, C. R. Ptll, J . H. Pierson, 
E. E. Rothemier , D. W. Russell, 
S. R. Shields, M G. Smith, Charles 
H. Schwankhaus, E. R. Tanner, 
F. C. Tackle, Fred Velaso, A. H. 
Wahlberg, John W. Brumlow. 

GALVESTON, TEX., March 17, 1942. 
Senator .W. LEE O'DANIEL, . 

Senate Office Building, · 
Washington, D. C.: 

I urge your support and every effort for 
repeal 40-hour labor law. 

. A . . J. RASMUSSEN. 

LoNGVIEW, TEx., March 17, 1942. 
The Honorable W. LEE O'DANIEL, 

United States Senator, 
Washington, D. c.: 

Longview citizenship · aroused. Strong reso
lution adopted last n ight by directors of 
chamber of commerce urging Congress to re
peal immediately 40-hour Labor Act to put 
defense and war production on 24-hour 7., 
day basis, to stop strikes by drafting strikers 
for military service on the very day of the 
strike: Forget politics. Give up selfishness. 
Let's get going. Don't take time to answer 
this. Get on your job. 

H. L. FOSTER, 
President, Longview Chamber of Commerce. 

LONGVIEW, TEX. , .March 17, 1942. 
The Honorable w .· LEE O'DANIEL, 

United ·States Senator, 
· Washington, D. C.: 

Bernay Camp Post, 149, American Legion, 
250 strong on twenty-third birthday resolu
tion urge Congress to repeal immediately 40-
hour Labor Act to put defense and war pro
duction on 24-hour 7-day basis, to stop strikes 
by drafting strikers for military service on 
the very day of a strike, remove overtime scale, 
and put men to work.- We have a job to do 
and want to do it. Forget politics, give up 
selfishness. Let's get the job done and then 
quibble. Answer not necessary. Get on the 
job and aid in production. 

GRADY McKINNEY, 
Post Commander. 

FoRT WoRTH, TEx., March 17, 1942. 
Hon. W. LEE O'DANIEL, 

United States Senate, 
Washington, D. C.: 

Nation's welfare demands labor racketeer
ing be stopp€d. Recommend your very ear
nest consideration revision all laws .affecting 
labor, particularly as to hours worked over
time and union-membership for duration so 
$20 per month and 24-hour-day Army boys 
can have something td fight with. 

C. J. SIEMONEIT. 

IOWA PARK, TEX., March 17, 1942. 
Hon. W. LEE O'DANIEL, 

Senate Building, Washington, D. C.: 
The Iowa Park Texas Lions. Club today 

unanimously voted ·to wire and write urging 
you ·to use your ·influence and support in 
securing passage of legislation limiting profits 
on war contracts and suspension of Fed
eral statutes prescribing maximum hours of 
work. We believe it is way · past time for , 
individuals or groups to desist from insist
ing on special rights and privileges. We are 
in complete agreement with the declaration 
of policy as stated in the measure introduced 

. in the House by the Honorable HowARD SMITH 
of Virginia and VINSON . of Georgia. 

IOWA PARK LIONS CLUB, 
GEORGE E. JONES, 

Secretary. 
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DALLAS, TEx., March 17, 1942. 

Senator W. LEE O'DANIEL, 
Washington, D. a.: 

Forget 40-hour. week. 
Let's work and make the Japs weak. 

MARVIN HAYS, DALLAS FOUNDRY. 

HOUSTON, TEX., March 17, 1942. 
Hon: W. LEE O'DANIEL, 

Care the Senate, Washington, D. C.: 
In this~ w·ar emergency everyone should be 

impressed with the idea that there . will be 
no waste of energy in connection with. pro
duction of war essentials and that all indus

·.trial _ plan~s - ShOllld ope:r;_ate~ on, a full-time 
basis, 24 hours per . day, 7 . days . per _ we_ek. 1 
Sincerely trlist~the Smith House bil.l outlaw- i 
ing strikes during emergency be passed im- • 
mediately, and hope you will support it. 

· · HERBERT F. RosENBUSH. -

HousToN, TEX.; March 17, 1942. 
Senator W. LEE: . O'DANIEL, _ 

Care ·senate, -Washington, D .. d.: 
During our war emergency we feel that 

there should be no waste of energy in win
ning and feel that it .is time our war-produc- · 
tion machine shouldc operate on a 24-hour · 

. day 7 days a week, and that the Smith House , 
bill outlawing strikes should be passed im
mediately. Anybody who wants to · strike 
now should be placed in the service. 

. - J . 0. JARRELL. 
- ·-- -- · - ~·- ·" RuFUs -CAGE<· - 1 

TYLER, TEX., Marcii 18, 1942. 
Hon. W. LEE O'DANIEL, -

Washington, D. C.: 
We respectfully demand that you intra- ! 

. duce or support legislation designed -to ac- 1 

complish the following: Suspend immedi
ately the 40-hour work week in labor for 
the duration; suspend the payment of time 
and one-half and double time for overtime 
and holidays; labor racketeering; above all, 
we demand that legislation be passed to cease 
all present strikes and prohibit future strikes 
in defense work. 

Mr. and Mrs. J. C. OLIVER. 

HOUSTON, TE~ .• March 17, 1942. 
Senator W. LEE O'DANIEL, 

United States Senate, 
Washington_ D . C.: 

We want an all-out war effort with all 
plants on a 168-hour basis without further 
delay evep if it means conscription of labor 
and confiscation of ail profits and full Gov
ernment control of all phases of life for the 
duration. We- expect. you to do everything 
you can to release our full productive ca- ' 
pacity at once. 

Leo Roberts, . Davis Woods, Mamie 
Jacks, Buddy Woods, Mrs. Bessie 
Reynolds, Mrs. Clotell Everritts, 
E. D. Nelson, R. w . Ramsey, 
Bertha Battoms, Patsy Ditto, May 
Bonn, Annie Damon, Georgia 
Roiko. Wilma Buttler. Mrs. A. L. 
Fresh, Christine Huser, Ima Roy, 
Louise Stewart,- Lena Lorino, F. J , 
Bailey, B. A. Martin, Ernest Siros, 
0. H. Galler. Lela Ross, R()bert A. 1 

Merrill, Jr., Ruth Cowart, M. L. 
Barton, Elgin H. Magel, . Mrs. 
Glen Gowen, Floyd Dixon, Gene 
Pavlowich, Marcilla Halbrook, 
Ruth Walker, Victor Mazzarre, 
Wayne Waltman, William White, 
Mary Turney, Alice Lee, Mrs. R. L. 
Williams, Junious Tillman, Mrs. 
William H. Irwin, Himmy Tynes, 
Pete Yarger, J. F . Knight,_ Eliza
beth McClendon, D. D. Williams, 
R. _··A. Zatapek, Joseph Schillaci, 

Charlie Di Gas, F. L. Pierce, 
Edward S. Asrich, W'. M. Hutch, 
Ole Eoe, Lucille Raschke, Alinene 
Stroud, J. A. ,Jaymer, Katy Lou 
Roberson, Mrs. J. P . Kelly, James 
P. Kelly, Alma H. Bonianis, Ralph 
D. Harris, J. E. Jaencke, August A. 
Roth, Guy W. Smith, T. G. John
son, G . U . Lansdowne, C. C. Shaw, 
Jr., M. R. Mitchell, W. F. LE:mke, 
H . C. Lee, H. R. M~nic, Sam W. 
Boyd, A. T. Sten, 0. D. So-wers, F. A. , 
Nagel, Cecil Gregory, J . H . McAvoy, . 
Hallie M. Gibbons Sidney E. Zlaia
but, G. · E7 Ostrauder, Ed ·F. Lang- . 
ford, Mrs: ·G . Boyer,- Mrs. Helen : 
Lotz, Mrs. Mary Hughes, Betty ·sue • 
·Harris-, Gordon B Gibbs, C. K. Car- · 
sen, 0. B. Mashburn. Clara Stand
ley, Mrs. Hattie Bostom, Sol 
Burcharett, Irene Frick, Mrs. C. K. 
Carson, Hortense C. Barlllek, Ray
mond Clark Virginia Tapalski, 
Margaret Thompson, Mrs. Gretch~n 
Rimdolph, Mrs Mary Romero, C. M. · 
Siequist, W D. Arnold, Albert 
Boyer, ·J . R. Lively. Harris Camp
bell, A. C Williford, Mrs. R. M. 

HousTON,·TEx., March 17, 1942. 
Senator W. LEE O'DANIEL; 

Washington, b. C.: · 
we. feel manufacturers airplanes, guns, 

tanks, and . other implements war necessary 
successful termination present conflict being 
greatly impeded by continuation 40-hour 
week with payment overtime, and vie urge 
you use your influence support such meas
ure as will temporarily suspend these laws 
during continuatton. national emergency. 

TExAS CONSTRUC-:t:ION MATERIAL CO. 

DALLAS, ":'Ex., March 18, 1942. 
' Han. W. LEE 'O'DANIEL, .. 

, Washing~on, D .. C.: .. . 
The board of directdrs ~nd . the presid.ent's~

council of tlle Dallas Federation of Womens 
Cl'ubs·respectfully utge Members of the House 
of Representatives. the· Senate, and President 
Roosevelt to give fuWand immediate support 
to legislation eliminating the 40-hour week 
and removing all other obstacles now hinder
ing our full · and compl~te war_ etrort . . 

D.U.LAS FEDERATJON OF WOMENS CLUBS, 
MRS. GEORGE A RIPLEY, 
MRS. KIRK HALL. 

Davis, A. M Horton, Woodrow . _ . 
Lesikar, C. M Taylor, A. L. Vinsy ; SWEE'.rwATJm, TEx., March 18, 1942. 
J. H. McDougal. Freeman Smith, ~Senator LEE. O'DANIEL, . , 
L. ' M. Hedge c R. Thomas, Get- Wasltin!J.ton, D. 0.: . 
aldine Gi:'iffice, Larine- .Stegali, Sweetwater .Lions· Club composed of 94 
Maxine Elliott T H. Allison, L. E. members, today passed resolution urging you 
Williams. Bertha McKee, · Nell ' to support pending legislation outlawing 
Helvering, Orwetta _ Davis,: Hattie '. 'strikes, repealihg-40-hour-Labor Act, ·and lim
M. Ashworth, Vera Rogers, Clara ; · iting .war profits,. and urging you to favor 

-M. Gordor, Rowena Caldwell, N. W. ! ~any legislation that will further .the war ef
Yates, .wn,uam R. Kilpper, James 

1 
fort and oppose any. legislatiol) that will. 

H. Boyer, Jr., F P . Yerkes, Clar- , _hin?ex:, or impede an all-out war effort. 
ence Groschke, M. C. Stout, H. . • . CARL 'M. ANDERSON, 
Dennis, M~ E ~odel, Mrs. A. s.. Chairman, Patriotic Committee. 
Dilley, E. T. Anaerson, W L. Rag-

• land, V. J ·. Griffi.n. G Julrich, R. S. 
Guidry. L. K Haines, R. T. Tram
mell, L. :J Waddell , Bouing M. 
Myers, Eddie Brahek, Blanche 
Harris, Velma Dunnam, Louise 
Janca, Leroy Weaver, Donald 
Wademan, -- Corine A. Couch, 
Georgia Copsley , R C. Truitt, M. S. 
Sterling, Robert Le:> Horton, 
Julian Sikes. W C. Stout, Mrs. • 
0. B. Sowers, M. C. Bostick,. S.M . . 
Duston -Mrs. Martha.· Hay-nes, -Mrs. ! 

Bla.nche Richardson, Charles ·T. f 

Rooke, Mrs. Blbye Ray, Mrs. 
Louise Holbrook, Miss Nillie Porter, 
Mrs. A. M. Smith, Sadie Loescher, 
Leroy E Talcott, Howard 0. Lake, 
Lillian Sandall, Bertha Knodel, 
Gus Foehr, Jackson Wood, Loyce 
Warren, LinniP Freeman. Dorothy 
Smith, Ella Pfeffer, Lottie Huff
ner, Lani Bain, Manuel L. AUman, 
John C . Weston, Robert W. Grant, 
Thomas D. Heddrick, ·F . R. Wii
liams, M. v. :Burns, w, E. Sandlin, · 
P. Edwin Hurt, Mary Reuter. 

BOGER, TEx., March. 17,.1942. 
Hon. W. LEE O'DANIEr., 

Senq.te Ojfie,e Buildi7J-g, . 
Washington, .D. C.: 

Mothers, fathers, wives of Hutchinson . 
County men in. service wap.t full industrial 
defense production immediately: Its up to · 
you our leaders to show the same courage 
and resourcefulness and unselfish devotion 
to duty as the men and women who offer 
their lives. Don't beg industry and labor. 
Tell them what to do like you command our 
loved ones in uniform to march into the 
jaws of death. Be our leaders, good ones, act 
now. · · 

J. A. PHILLIPS. 

BOGE~. TEx., March 17, 1942. 
Hon. W. LEE O'DANIEL, 

Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D . C.: 

Mothers, fathers. wives of Hutchinson 
County men in service want full industrial 

· defense production immediately. It's up to 
you, our leaders, to show the same courage 
and resourcefulness and unselfish devotion 

~to duty as the men .. and ·women who offer 
-their lives. . Don't beg industry and labor. 
Tell them wh~t to do. like you command our 
loved ones in uniform to march into the 
jaws of death. Be -our leaders, gocd ones; 
act now. 

L. L. WILES,· Jr. -

LONGVIEW, TEX., _March 1$, 1942. 
Hon. W. LEE O'DANIEL, 

United States Senator, 
Washington, D. C.: 

The Longview Rotary Club today passed 
re.solution pledging support to Government 
in the most aggressive war effort pqssible, 
emphatically condemning every deterring in
fluence , yvhether labor or industry or both, 
and calling upon Congress, and all in au
thority, to ·lay aside everything except the 
winning of the war, it being our c~ndid 

opinion · that, if ~ecessary, drastic action 
should be taken to end all disputes which are 
now standing in the way of all-out and 
united effort. 

E . M. BRAMLETTE, President. 
GEORGE KELLY, Secretary. 

DALLAS, TEX., March 14, 1942. 
Senator W. LEE O'DANIEL: 

May I commend the thinking that 
prompted your new labor bill. Am wiring 
this morning Congressman SuMNERS and Sen
ator CoNNALLY begging for action. I add 
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that more laboring votes will commend nulll
:fication of our limitation and any contract 
between industry and labor unions than will 
condt!m.n action on tbe part o! Congress. 
Regards. 

JACK P. BURRUS. 

ditional clerk hire look at the table and 
submit to me any plan they .may have in 
mind which would help to provide Sen- : 
ators who have the largest amount of 
mail, an adequate clerical force to enable 

Committee, his mall is much heavier 
than that of a Senator wbo 1s not th~ 
chairman of such a committee. 

I am putting this statement into the 
RECORD with the hope that Senators wha 

ADDITIONAL CLERICAL ASSISTANCE FOR 
MEMBERS OF CONGRESS 

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, at the 
request of a number of Senators who 
have asked that the clerical staff be in
creased because of the volume of mail, 
I asked the Postmaster of the Senate to 
keep a record of aU the mail received by 
each Senator from the 8th of January to 
the 1st of March. The reoord has been 
compiled. I shall ask permission to have 
it printed in the RECORD. 

The tabulation will show that I bave 
listed the States in acoordance with their 
rank as to population. It is obvious that 
a State with a large population should 
produce more mail for the Senators rep
resenting it than a State of smaller popu
lation. That statement is pretty gen
erally borne out by the tabulation. My 
purpose in putting it into the RECORD is 
to have the facts when the legislative ap
propriation bill comes over from the 
House in the next week or 1{) days. 
Therefore I should like to have Senators 
who are interested in the question of ad-

them. to handle their mail. 
Mr. OVERTON and ~. CONNALLY 

addressed the Chair. 
Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, 1 am 

occupying the :floor at this moment be
cause of the courtesy of the Senator from 
Utah [Mr. MURDOCK]. I shall consume 
only a few minutes more. I shan be glad 
to yield if I may have his permission. · 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. President, I 
must decline to permit the Senator from 
Maryland to yield to other Senators for 
a discussion of the subject at this time. 

Mr. TYDINGS. In order that I may 
conclude a brief explanation of this mat
ter, let me say that, of course, a Senator 
who represents a small State necessarily 
has a smaller amount of mail than a 
Senator representing a State of large 
population. The Senator from New 
York [Mr. MEAD] receives one of the very 
largest deliveries of mail. Senators rep
resenting smaller states necessarily re
ceive smaller amounts of maiL However, 
when a Senator is chairman of an .impor
tant committee such a.s the Foreign 
Affairs Committee or the Naval Affairs 

Jan. 8 to Feb. 28: inclusive 

· are interested in this problem will help 
me to evolve a system which will be fair 
to all -and which will bl'ing the greatest 
amount of relief to Senators who have 
been overburdened with mail. 

I should like to say a word about the 
State of Tilinois. The junior Senato1· 
from Dlinois [Mr. BROOKS] has a volume 
of mail far in excess of that of any other 
Senator. That is largely because of the 

. fact that that particular Senator is in 
the midst of a primary campaign, which 
has considerably increased his mail. 
With that exception. the tabulation rep
resents a fairly normal picture of the· 
situation over a period of '1 weeks. 

I ask unanimous consent that the table 
may be printed in the RECORD immedi;. 
ately following my remarks. It will 
show, not what Senators claim they are 
receiving in the way of mail, but wha~ 
they have actually received over a period 
of, weeks. We shall have facts instead 
of supposition on which to base a plan. 

There being no objection, .the table was 
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as 
follows: -

[As there nre 96 Senators -and 48 Stat~, to compare a Senator's mail rank witb the populatio? rank of his State, divide the Senator's rank by 2] 

Rank in 
population State 

1__ __________ New York_--·--------------------,----------------
2_ ___________ Pennsylvania._------------- ____ -----------------_ 
3.--------- lllinois ___ ____ -------------------------------------
4_ ___________ Ohio __ ----------------------------:. _______ -------
5 _____ ------- California _________ -------------- __________ --------
6________ ___ _ Texas __ ~~----_------------------------------------
'1 •• ---------- Michigan _________ -------------------------------
g______ ______ Massachusetts. __ ---- __ --_: ___ ----------_-------- -

~o::::::::::: ~~~rr:.~~~======::::::::::::::::::::::::====== 
lL---------- North Carolina. __ ---------------·-----------------

U:::=::::::: ~~i!~in-_~:::::::::::::=::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
14:..-------- __ Georgia ____ ----- -- ______ ---------_----------------
15. __ ------ __ Tennessee __ ___ --- ---- - ____ --- _______ ------------- -
16.---------- Kentuek:y ----- ------------·-- _______ _______ --------
17 _ --·------- Alabama _______ ----------- ________ ----------------

i~::::::::::: r~tl~~~~~=============================:===:===== 
~~=:::: :::::: t>:Jsiari~=:::::::: :: :::::::::::::: :::::::::::::::: 
ra::::::::::: ~~ts~~~c::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
24____ ___ _ ___ Arkansas ________ -------- ____________ ---- _________ _ 
25. __ ____ __ _ _ West Virginia ____ ______ _ ------ _______________ ----
~6- _ _ _ _ __ _ _ __ South Carolina ___ _______ ------------ ___ ---·------ __ '21----------- ..Florida. ______ ---- __ ---_---- __ -------- ___________ _ 
28.--------- _ Maryland ___ ------------ _______ ------- -- __ ---- __ _ 
29. _ -------- _ Kansas _______ _ -------------- ____________ ----------
21L _____ ----- Washington ___ ---------- ______ -----------_---- ___ _ 
3L __ -------- Connecticut __________________ ------------ ________ _ 
32__________ N ebrask:a. __ ------------------------ _____ ---------
33_ ---------- Colorado ____________ ---------------- ____ ----- ___ _ 

gg::::::::::: ~:~~--===== :: = = =======~==== ============== :::: ==== 36___________ Rhode Island ___ ---------------------- ___________ _ 
37---------- South Dakota. ___________________________________ _ 
38___ ________ North Dakota __ ------ ---------------------------39. ___ ------- Montana _________ ____ __ _______________ -------- ___ _ 
offi___ __ __ ___ _ Utah ______ ______ ------ ___________________________ _ 
41_____ ______ New MexiC0---------------·---------------------
42___________ Idaho--------------------------------------------
43. __ ------ __ Arizona _________ ------------------ ______ -------- __ 
44:.. ______ ---- New Hampshire._--------------------------------
45. __ -------- Vermont.-----------------------------------------
46_____ _____ _ Delaware. __ -----------------------------------
47----------- Wyoming _____________________ -------_-----------
48__________ _ Nevada _____ ------------------------------------- -

Poplliation 

13,~. 142 
9, 900, 18D 
7, 897,241 
6, 007,612 
(i,007, 387 
6,414,824 
E,256.1D6 
4, 316,721 
-!, 160,165 
3, 784,004 
3, 571,.623 
~.427, 796 
3,137, 587 
.3,123, 123 
2,915,841 
2, 845,627 
'2, 832,961 
2, 792,300 
'2, 677, Ti3 
2,S38,2438 
2, 363,880 
2, '226, 434 
2, 183, 79fi 
1,949, 387 
1, 901, 974 
1, 899,804 
1,897,414 
1, 821, 2·H 
1,801, 028 
1, 736, 191 
l, 7(}9, 242 
1,3~834 
t. 123,296 
1, 089,684 

847,226 
713,246 
642,961 
641,9.35 
559,456 
550,310 
531,818 
524,873 
499,261 
491, 5'24 
359, ·231 
266,505 
250,742 
110,247 

Mail, January and 
February 

BeniOl' 
Senator 

7,950 
7, 021 
8,848 
6, 4'25 
5, 9.57 

11,206 
5, 763 
9, 416 
.5,008 
(,664 
4,008 
4, 538 
5, 567 
6,002 
5,311 
.5,07~ 
'3, 7~6 
3,928 
2,464 
3,946 
3,173 
4,879 
ll,WJ 
4,.398 
3, 906 
.2, 277 
3,877 
8, 339 
6,695 
3, 737 
4,483 
2,913 
(;,089 
4, 563 
1, 043 
1,344 
2, 777 
3,.512 
6,081 
2, f167 
2,153 
3,~57 
4, 725 
3,116 
1, 987 
I.M2 
3,827 
2, 416 

Junior 
Senator 

13.296 
6, 609 

20,486 
4, 554 
7, 790 

w, 379 
6, .601 
6,451 
6,G58 
6,1361 
6,089 . 
3,334 
4,284 
5,172 
2; 985 
.5, 799 
4, 916 
4,ZT7 
7Sf.8 
4;964 
4,122 
6,280 
4,005 
1.~66 
2,208 
4,211 
.!!, 169 
4,179 
2,.529 
3, 999 
2,001 
4,JM 
2,253 
2, 4.97 
2, 795 
2,887 
3,036 
1, 923 
5,159 
2, 475 
2,878 
2,329 
2, 456 
1, 975 
1. 775 
1,803 
2,~5 
I, 85.5 

Rank in mail, volume 

Senior 
Senator 

9 
12 
7 

18 
26 
3 

28 
5 

34 
39 
51 
42 
29 
25 
30 
33 
59 
55 
78 
54 
63 
37 
20 
44 
56 
83 
51 
8 

13 
60 
43 · 
68 
22 
40 
89 
95 
72 
61 
23 
74 
86 
65 
38 
64 
87 
96 
58 
80 

Junior 
Senator 

2 
15 
1 

41 
11 
4 

16 
17 
u 
14 
21 
62 
46 
31 
87 
27 
36 
47 
iO 
35 
50 
19 
52 
94 
85 
4S 
6 

49 
75 
53 
73 
~ 
84 
76 
7i 
.69 
66 
.!lO 
32 
77 
70 
. 82 
79 
88 
93 
112 
.81 
1ll 

Senior and 
junior Senators 

3 
6 
1 

15 
6 
2 
9 
4 

14 
10 
19 
?:l 
20 
12 
25 
16 
23 
26 
17 
.22 
29 
13 
18 
37 
36 
34 
7 
8 

21 
28 
32 
30 
24 
33 
44 
46 
38 
39 
11 
42 
43 
40 
31 
4! 
41 
~ 
35 
45 

Senior Junior 
SenAtor Senator 

Wagner _____ Mead. Davi.s ______ Gufiey. Lucas _______ 
Brooks. 

Taft. __ ----- Burton. 
Johnson ____ Downey. 
Connally ____ O'DanieJ. 
Vandenberg. Brown. · Walsh ______ Lodge. 
Smathers. __ Barbour. Cla.rk: _______ Tromm. 
Bailey------ Reynolds. 
Van Nuys __ Wlllis. 
Ls Follette __ WHey. 

~e~f!e1iar: =: Russell. 
Stewart. 

Barkley ____ Chandler. 
Bankhead ___ HilL 
Shipstead ___ BalL Glass ____ ___ Byrd. 
Gillette _____ Herring . Overton _____ Ellender. 
Thomas _ __ _ Lee. 
.Bilbo_------ Doxey. 
Caraway ____ Spencer. 
Xilgore __ __ _ Rosier. Smith _______ Maybank , 
Andrews ____ Pepper. 
'l'ydings_. __ Radcliffe. 
Capper_---- Reed. Bone ________ Wallgren. 
Maloney ____ Danaher. Norris ____ __ Butler. 
Johnson _____ Millikin . McNn,ry ____ Holman. White _______ Brewster. 
GC£ry ---- --- Green . Bulow ______ Gurney. Nyc __ ______ Langer. 
Wheeler _____ Murray. 
Thomas __ ___ Murdock. Hatch _______ Obavez. Clark _______ Too mas . Hayden_ ____ McFarland. 
Bridges _____ Tobey. 
Austin ______ Aiken. 
Hu_g~s _____ 'l'un.ncll. 
O'Mabcney_ Schwartz . 
McCauan .. Bunker. 
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PRESERVATION OF ASSETS BY THE 

NETHERLANDS GOVERNMENT 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, I have 
been requested by Mr. Berle, Assistant 
Secretary of State, to have printed in the. 
RECORD a letter from him, accompanied 
by a memorandum from the Netherlands 
Minister. The memorandum deals with 
the action taken by the Netherlands au
thorities previous to and during the time 
of the invasion of the Netherlands by 
Germany, for the purpose of keeping 
assets out of the hands of the Germans. 
I ask permission to have the memoran
dum printed in the RECORD because press 
reports caused certain unwarranted in
ferences to be drawn from · a statement 
made by · an officer of the Government 
before a congressional committee, to 
which inferences the Netherlands -Lega
tion takes exception. I ask that the 
letter of Mr. Berle, together with the 
memorandum from the Netherlands Min
ister, be · printed in the RECORD at this 
point. 

There being no obje'ction, the letter 
and memorandum were ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

· DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
• Washington, March 11, 1942. 

The Honorable -DAVID I. WALSH, · 
Chairman, Senate Committee ·on Naval 

A/lairs, United States Senate. 
MY DEAR SENATOR WALSH: I enclose here

-With a copy- of a self-explanatory note to the 
Secretary of State from the Netherlands Min
ister, tog~ther ,with a memorandum pre
pared by the Netherlands Legation with re
spect to the actions t~ken by the Ne~herlands 
authorities previous to and during the time 
of the invasion of the Netherlands by Ger
many for the purpose of keeping assets out of 
the hands of the Germans. In accordance 
with a previous telephone conversation with 
the clerk of the Senate Committee on Naval · 
Affairs;· I understand that you will be: willing · 
to bring this note to the attentio.n of the 
me~bers of your c~~mittee an~ to arrange 
for the printing . c;>f the memorandum in the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. . l . I 

Thank you for your courtesy in this matt~f-
·.Sin'cerely yours, · ·. · ~ · : . , 

' A. A. BERu;, Jr., 
· Assistant 'Secretary • . 

[Enclosure: From the Netherlands Lega
tion.) 

WASHINGTON, March 5, 1942, 
The Honorable the SECRETARY OF STATE, 

State Department, · 
Washington, D. C. 

·Sir: I have the honor to enclose a state
ment in answer to a report of the Associated 
Press which alleges that Mr. Spingarn, Special . 
Assistant to the Secretary of the Treasury, 
stated to the Senate Naval Affairs Committee 
that the Netherlands authorities were 
''timid" with respect to removing or destroy
ing United States securities prior to the 
German invasion of the Netherlands. 

I understand that the press report above 
referred to contains certain unwarranted 
criticism which is entirely lacking in Mr. 
Spingarn's remarks. Therefore the enclosed 
memorandum does not intend in any way to 
raise objections against what this official of 
the United States Treasury stated. 

On the other hand, since the press reports 
received considerable attention both in this 
country and abroad, and since the original 
text of Mr. Spingarn's statements are not 
equally easily available, I would feel highly 
obliged if through whatever means Your Ex
cellency may deem appropriate the contents 
of the enclosed statements be made public. 

Please accept, sir, the renewed assurances 
of my highest consideration. 

------~ 

MEMORANDUM 
The Netherlands authorities took active 

measures reasonably calculated to keep 
United States bearer securities and other val
able assets located within the European ter
ritory of the Netherlands out of the hands 
of the invading Germans. 

Even before the treacherous attack by the 
Germans, the Government of the Netherlands 
had already passed an act making it possible 
for corporations within the Netherlands 
European territory to transfer their head of
fices to other parts of the Netherlands terri
tories so that their affairs might be con
ducted free from duress in case of an inva
sion·. Moreover, the Netherlands ·authorities, 
foreseeing the ·possibility of invasion, had 
taken steps to transfer a very large quantity 
of the liquid .assets held in the Netherlands 
to a safe place. Various ingenious methods 
had been developed to put these transfers 
into effect at once in case of an invasion. 

Directly after the invasion, the Nether
lands Minister got into communiCation with 
the State and Treasury Departments. A pro
cedure was speedily adopted at a special 
emergency conference as soon as it became 
clear that action had to be taken. It was 
decided that securities could be destroyed 

· and certificates. of destruction given by 
American consulr for transmission to the 
United States as a basis for a claim for new 
securities. It should be recalled that the or
dinary legal procedure to be followed in such 
a case requires the presence of the American 
registrar, and that, this being impossible, the 
United States Government could not assume 
responsib1lity that new certificates would · be 
issued upon presentation of the certificates 
of destruction. . - ' . · 

The prOCt:dUre Was iimpediately traJ?.Sm~t
ted to The Hague by the Netherlanqs Minis
ter by telephone and wired by the State De
partment to the American authorities and 
consuls in The ·Hague. 

Provision was also made for its announce
ment over the British radiu Unfortunately, . 
however, the securities were spread all over 
the territory of the Netherlands and were 
held -py t:pousa~ds •of privp.te -ind\'VidU1ilS and 
banks. The attack was so sudden and the 
enem;Y forces were so overwhelming that no 
time was afforded to -put the procedure into 
effect. Moreover, there W'lre comparatively 
few American consuls available' in the terri
tory and these were kept extremely busy. 
Even if these officials had been in a positfon 
to help, the means of comttmnication with 
them were largely cut off. As a result - of 
these' unfortunate c,ircumstances, for which 
the Netherlands Government was not .. to 
blame, some American· bearer · certificates did 
fall into the hands of thf' Germans. 

It should be pointed out, .however, that 
the Netherlands Government, in spite of the 
emergency situation, did c:ucceed in keeping 
all their gold out of reach of the Germans. 

Moreover, the Netherlands Government 
was successful in keeping cut of enemy hands 
the balances held abroad by Netherlands 
corporations enabled by the above-men
tioned legislation to remove their domicile 
to free territory. 

Immediately continuing ·its struggle for 
freedom on the friendly British shore: the 
Government of the Netherlands lost no time 
in claiming title for the duration of the war 
to all balances and other pr(•perty held abroad 
by its nationals and corporations exposed to 
enemy duress. The enforc,ment of this par
ticular legislation in the United States, which 
is being sought through the action of the 
courts In this country, and which has been 
requested from the Unit('d States Govern
ment upon its entering into the war, w11l 
actually prevent the Germans ever to reap 
any benefit of claims originally held by 
Netherlanders on property in the United 
States. · 

It may be brought to mind, finfl.lly, that 
the Netherlands public always used. to place 

a substantial part of its savings in bonds 
and shares of United States enterprises and 
that the Netherlands Government alwa.ys 
allowed the free fiow of funds toward this 
country, thus enabling its nationals to place 
this part of their savings in safety should 
the Netherlands territory in Europe be tem
porarily overrun. 

The Netherlands Government feels that in 
the circumstances it did everything poss.ible 
to block the ruthless attempts of the enemy, 
and it feels confident that the Government 
of the United States will concur in the above 
views. 

A MESSAGE FROM THE HOVSE 
A message from the House of Repre

sentatives, by __ Mr. Chaffee, one of its 
reading clerks, announced that the House 
had passed without amendment the fol
lowing bills of the Senate: 

S. 1564. An act for the relief of Pauline 
Caton Robertson; 

S.1669. An act for the relief of James 
Franklin Smith; 

S. 1777. An act for the relief of Robert Lee 
Phillips and for the six minor children of 
Robert Lee Phillips and the late Estelle Phil
lips, namely, Robert Lee Phillips, Jr., James 

- Rudolph Ph1llips, Katherine Phillips, Richard 
· Eugene Phillips, Charles Ray Phillips, ·and 
David Delano Phillips; 

· S : 1898. An act tor the relief of the heirs 
of Mrs. Nazaria Garcia, of Winslow, Ariz.; 

s. 1906. An act for the relief of the estate 
of 0. K. Himley; arid -

S, 2063. An act to authorize certain officers 
and enlisted men of the Army of the United 
States to accept emblems, medals, orders, and 
decorations that have been tende;red them by 
governments of the Western He~Isphere. 

The message also announced that the 
House had passed the bill <S. 1696) for 
the relief of Bessie Walden, with an 
amendment, in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate. 

The message further announced that 
th~ _ Jiouse l}ad -~gr~eq to_ the report . of 
the committee of-conference on the dis
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendment of the House to the· bill 
(S. 2198) to provide for the financing of 
the War Damage Corporation, to am_end 
the Reconstruction Finance Corporation 
Act, as amended, and for other purposes.· 

The message also announced that the 
House had passed the following bills, in 
which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate: · 

H. R. 246. An act for the relief of Mrs. 
]4urray Freeman; 

H. R. 710. An act for the relief of Martin N. 
Mayrath; 

H. R. 726. An act for the relief of Anna 
Malama Mark; 

H. R. 736. An ·act for the relief or · Ideal 
Service Station; 

H. R. 809. An act for the relief of the legal 
guardian of Vernon Clemons, Jr.; 

H. R. 1154~ An act for the relief of George C. 
Dewey; 

H. R. 1265. An act for the relief of Mary 
Alexina McKinnon; 

H. R. 1757. An act for the relief of James 
D. G. Alexander; 
- H. R. 1901. An act for the relief of Floyd 
Odom; 

H. R. 2014. An act for the relief of Carl L. 
Jones; 

H. R. 2730. An act for the relief of Dorothy 
Silva; 

H. R. 2925. An act for the relief of Wiley W. 
Watkins; 

H. R. 3337. An act to provide for the is
suance of a duplicate adjusted-service cer
tificate to Andrew J. Bissinger; 

H. R. 3476. An act for the relief of James A. 
Qulllinan; 



1942 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-. SENATE 2629 
H. R. 3722. An act for the relief of Lt. Col. 

S. W. Mcilwain; 
H. R..3732. An act for the relief of Ida 

Baird; 
H. R. 3767. An act for the relief of' Frank 

Sheppard; 
H. R. 4092. An act for the relief of E. P. 

Corley; 
H. R. 4153 . An act for the relief of Cleaver 

Kelley; 
H. R. 4180. An act for the relief of Edward 

Keating and others; 
H. R. 4331. An act for the relief of Alice R. 

Swett; 
H. R. 4408. An act for the relief of Alice R. 

Swett and the estate of Robert S. Swett; 
H. R. 4413 . An act for the relief of Olive Z. 

Ressler; 
H. R. 4464. An act for the relief of Henry J. 

McCloskey; 
H. R. 4625. An act for the relief of Karl K. 

Wilkes; 
H. R. 4723. An act for the relief of the legal 

guardian of John Lesniak; 
H. R. 4953. An act for the relief of Emil 

Lassila, Martha Lassila, Ellen Huhta, and 
Sylv\a Huhta; 

H. R. 4955. An act for the relief of Geoffrey 
Orme; 

H. R. 4981. An act for the relief of the 
Phoenix Construction Associates, a partner
ship; 

H. R. 5000. An act for the relief of Ferd W. 
Meile; 

H. R. 5059. An act to grant the status of 
quota immigrants to Mr Wiliam B. Fawkner 
and his wife, Mrs. Ida Fawkner; · 

H. R. 5069. An act for the relief of' George 
Garcavy; 

H. R. 5295. An act for the relief of the 
estate of Romano Emillani; 

H. R. 5363. An act for the relief of Johnston
Hall Hospital, Calhoun, Ga., and Dr. Z. V. 
Johnston, Calhoun, Ga.; 

- H. R. 5381. An act for the relief of Henry B. 
Tucker; 

H. R. 5433. An act for the relief of the 
guardian of Charles Jirinec, an infant; 

H: R. 5438. An act for the relief of the San 
Diego Gas & Electric Co.; 

H. R. 5439. An act for the relief of Joseph 
Soulek; 

H. R. 5449. An· act · for the relief of Mrs. 
Cecile Herzog and Lucme Herzog (an infant); 

H. R. 5452. An e,ct for the relief of Emmett 
Armstrong; 

H. R. 54:68. An act for the relief of J. Fur
man Richardson; 

H. R. 5500. An act for the relief of the 
estate of Charles L. ·Clark; 

H. R. 5504. An act for the relief . of H. J. 
Abney; 

H. R. 5559. An act for the relief of William 
Horsman; 

H. R. 5563. An act for the relief of Joe A. 
Mumford ~:~.nd the estate of W. C. Mumford; 

H. R. 5596. An act for the relief of Tommy 
Huddleston; 

H. R. 5619. An act for the relief of certain 
cle:t:ks in the post office at Detroit, Mich.; 

H. R. 5686. An act for the relief of Lewis J. 
and Mary Black; 

H. R. 5778. An act for the rellef of Luther 
Herbert Tench and Mrs. Mildred Farmer 
Tench; 

H. R. 5794. An act for the relief of Mrs. 
Julia Johnson; 

H. R. 5845. An act for the relief of Alvira 
Manfredi; 

H. R. 5977. An act for the relief of Mr. and 
Mrs. F. Wilder Temple; 

H. R. 6063. An act for the relief of the Clark· 
County Lumber Co.; 

H. R. 6141. An act for the relief of Mrs. 
C. M. W. Hull; 

H. R. 6293. An act to establish a Women's 
Army Auxiliary Corps for service with the 
Army of the United States; 

H. R. 6714. An act for the relief of Daniel 
Elliott and Heleu Elliott; 

H. R. 6728. An act granting pensions and 
increase of pensions to certain dependents 
of veterans of the Civil War; and 

H. R. 6759. An act to amend the act en
titled "An act to fix the hours of duty of 
postal employees, and for other purposes," 
approved August 14, 1935, as amended, so as 
to permit payment for overtime for Saturday 
service in lieu of compensatory time. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 

The message further announced that 
the Speaker had affixed his signature to 
the following enrolled bills, and they 
were signed by the Vice President: 

S. 1762. An act to authorize the Secretary 
of Agriculture to release the claim of the 
United States to certain land within Coco-
nino County, Ariz.; · 

S. 1971. An act to legalize a bridge across 
'Bayou Lafourche at Valentine, La.; 

S. 2089. An act to authorize the transfer of 
the custody of a portion of the Croatan Na
tional Forest, North Carolina, from the De
partment of Agriculture to the Department of 
the Navy; 

S. 2134. An act to revive and reenact the act 
entitled "An act authorizing the State of 
Michigan, acting through the International 
Bridge Authority of Michigan, to construct, 
maintain, and operate a toll bridge or series 
-of bridges, causeways, and approaches there
to across the St. Marys River, from a point in 
or near the city of Sault Ste. Marie, Mich., to 
a point in the Province of Ontario, Canada," 
approved December 16. 1940; and 

S. 2222. An act to authorize the Federal 
Works Administrator to acquire title, on be
half of the United . States, to not more than 
35 acres of land subject to certain reserva
tions in the grantors. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED OR PLACED ON 
CALENDAR 

The following bills were severally read 
twice by their titles and referred, or 
ordered to be placed on the calendar, as 
indicated: · 

H. R. 246. An act for the rel1ef of Mrs. Mur
ray Freeman; 
H~ R. 710. An act for the relief of Martin N. 

Mayrath; 
H. R. 736. An. act for the relief of Ideal 

Service Station; 
H. R. 809. An act for the relief of the legal 

guardian of Vernon Clemons, Jr.; 
H. R. 1154. An act for the relief of George C. 

Dewey; 
H. R.1757. An act for the relief of James 

D. G. Alexander; 
H. R. 1901. An act for the relief of Floyd 

Odom; 
H. R. 2014. An act for the relief of Carl L. 

Jones; 
H. R. 2730. An act for the relief of Dorothy 

Silva; · 
H. R. 2925. An act for the relief of Wiley 

W. Watkins; 
H. R. 3476. An act for the relief of James A. 

Quillinan; 
H. R. 3722. An act for the relief of Lt. Col. 

S. W. Mcilwain; 
H. R. 3732. An act for the relief of Ida 

Baird; 
H. R. 4092. An act for the relief of E. P. 

Corley; 
H. R. 4153. An act for the relief of Cleaver 

Kelley; 
H. R. 4180. An act for the relief of Edward 

Keatipg and others; 
H. R. 4331. An act for the relief of Alice 

R. Swett; 
H. R. 4408. An act for the relief of Alice 

R. Swett and the estate of Robert S. -Swett; 
H. R. 4413. An act for the relief of Olive 

Z. Ressler; 
H. R. 4464. An act for the relief of Henry 

J. McCloskey; 

H. R. 4625. An act for the relief of Karl K. 
Wilkes; 

H. ':t. 4723. An act for the relief of the 
legal guardian of John Lesniak; 

H. R. 4953. An act for the relief of Emil 
Lassila, Martha Lassila, Ellen Huhta, and 
Sylvia Huhta; 

H. R. 4955. An act for the relief of Geof
frey Orme; 

H. R. 4981. An act for the relief of the 
Phoenix Construction Associates, a partner
ship; 

H. R. 5000. An act for the relief of Ferd 
W. Melle; 

H. R. 5069. An act for the relief of George 
Garcavy; 

H. R. 5295. An act for the relief of the 
estate of Romano Emiliani; 

H. R. 5363. ,An act for . the relief of John· 
ston-Hall Hospital, Calhoun, Ga., and Dr. 
Z. V. Johnston, Calhoun, Ga.; 

H. R. 5381. An act for the relief of Henry 
B. Tucker; ' 

H. R. 5433. An act for the reltef of the 
guardian of Charles Jirinec, an infant; 

H. R. 5438. An ·act for the relief of the San 
Diego Gas & Electric Co.; 

H. R. 5439. An act for the relief of Joseph 
Soulek; 

H. R. 5449. An act · for the relief of Mrs. 
Cecile Herzog and Lucille Herzog (an infant); 

H. R. 5452. An act for the relief of Emmett 
Armstrong; 

H. R. 5468. An act for the relief of J. Fur
man Richardson; 

H. R. 5500. An act for the relief of the 
estate of Charles .L'. Clark; 

H. R. 5504. An act for the relief of H. J. 
Abney; 

H. R. 5559. An act for the . relief of William 
Horsman; 

H. R. 5563. An act for the reltef of Joe A. 
Mumford and the estate of W. C. Mumford; 

H. R. 5596. An act for the relief of Tommy 
Huddleston; 

H. R. 5619. An act for the relief of certain 
clerks in the post office at Detroit, Mich.; · 

H. R . 5686. An act for the relief of Lewis 
J. and Mary Black; 

H. R. 5778. An act for the relief of Luther 
Herbert Tench and Mrs. Mildred Farmer 
Tench; 

. H. R. 5794. An act for the relief of Mrs·. 
Julia Johnson; 

H. R. 5845. An act for the relief of Alvira 
Manfredi; 

H. R. 5977. An act for the relief of Mr. and 
Mrs. F. Wilder Temple; 

H. R. 6063. An act for the relief of the 
Clark County Lumber Co.; and 

H. R. 6714. An · act for the relief of Daniel 
Elliott and Helen Elliott; to the Committee 
on Claims. ~ 

H .. R. 726. An act for the relief of Anna 
Malama Mark; 

H. R. 1265. An act for the relief of Mary 
Alexina McKinnon; 

H. R. 5059. An act to grant the status of 
quota immigrants to Mr. William B. Fawkner 
and his wife, Mrs. Ida Fawkner; and 

H. R. 6141. An act for the relief of Mrs. 
C. M. W. Hull; to the Committee on Immi
gration. 

H. R. 3337. An act to provide for the issu
ance of a duplicate adjusted-service certifi
cate to Andrew J . Bissinger; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

H. R. 6293. An act to establish a Women's 
Army Auxiliary Corps for service with the 
Army of the United States; and 

H. R. 6759. An act to amend the act en
titled "An act to fix the hours of duty of 
postal employees, and for other purposes," 
approved August 14, 1935, as amended, so as 
to permit payment for overtime for Saturday 
service in lieu of compensatory time; to t.be 
calendar. 

H. R. 6728. An act granting pensions and 
increase of pensions to certain dependents of 
veterans of the Civil War; to the Committee 
on Pensions. 
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SENATOR FROM NORTH DAKOTA 

The Senate resumed the consideration 
of the resolution (S. Res. 220), which is 
as follows: 

Resolved, That the case Of WILLIAM LANGER 
does not fall within the constitutiona!" pro
visions for expulsion, or any punishment by 
two-thirds vote, because Senator LANGER is 
neither charged with nor proven to have com
mitted disorderly behavior during his mem
bership in the . Senate. 

Resolved, That WILLIAM LANGER, iS not en
titled to be a Senator of the United States 
from the State of North Dakota. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. President, when 
I suspended my remarks on Monday af
ternoon I was discussing the constitu
tional ·and . legal questions involved in 
the Langer case as I understand them. 

Yesterday this body passed a bill in
creasing ·the national debt limit to 
$130,000,000,000: It was called to our at
tention that expeditionary forces are be
ing sent from this country to nearly all 
parts of the globe. We are taxing the 
people of the United States to the very 
utmost. Why? So as to preserve o_ur 
constitutional <lemocracy, our republican 
form of government. In order to perpet
uate the -American way of life no sacrifice 
of our wealth or of our -manpower is too 
great. . 

I am in full accord, of course, with our 
national defense program, designed, as 
it is, to assure the preservation and per
petuation of our constitutional form of 
government: As I · recall, President 
Washington in his Farewell Address said, 
in substance, that he did not fear for' 
the Constitution from the outside, but 
that he did fear for the Constitution from 
within. in my judg-ment, one of the 
principles of the Constitution is attacked 
in the Langer proceedings; indeed, it 
seems to me that the very cornerstone of 
the Republic is in question today in this 
matter. I refer to the freedom of elec
tions within the respective sovereign 
States, and ·the selection of Senators and 
Representatiyes in Congress. It costs us 
no dollars to preserve that constitutional 
cor-ner-stone.· It costs us no lives; but it 
does cost study, vigilance, and industry 
on the part of Members of this body. It 
costs our attent-ion for a few days until 
this matter is presented. 

I wish that Senators more eloquent and 
able .than I .were in my position today . 
so that I could sit and listen rather than 
impose orr the Senate in my feeble way 
to tell what I know, or what I think I 
know, of the Constitution of the United 
States. . . 

I hope Senators are interested. I hope 
that the. small number now present is 
not an indication of lack of attention, or 
of apathy, or indifference to what I con
sider to be a very important encroach
ment upon our constitutional form of 
government. We can lose it as readily 
from within as from without. I repeat 
today in substance what Washington told 
us . . So long as we have MacArthurs 
and American soldiers I do not fear the 
destruction of my Government or my 
Constitution from without. But, in my, 
opinion, apathy and indifferenc;e are _and 
will continue to be the greatest menace. 

Mr. President, away back in our history 
the case of Humphrey Marshall from-

Kentucky came before the Senate. As I 
understand the facts, he was accused of 
perjury. A memorial was sent from the 
Legislature of Kentucky to the United 
States Senate asking an investigation 
and a proper disposition in the Humphrey 
Marshall case. What did the Senate do 
in that very early case, soon after the 
adoption of the Constitution, soon after 
the debates were carried on that gave us 
the ,Constitution, -soon after the publica
tion of the Federalist papers during the 
period of ratification? At that early date 
the important Humphrey Marshall case 
came before the Senate, and the Senate 
wrote the following opinion, which is a 
precedent for the pen din~ case: 

Your committee are informed by the other 
Senator and the . two Representatives in Con
gress from Kentucky that they have not been 

. requested by the legislature of that State to 
prosecute this inquiry, and that they are 
not possessed of any evidence in the case, 
and that they believe no person is authorized 
to appear on behalf ·of the legislature. 

Mr. Marshall is solicitous that a full in
vestigation of the subject shall take place in 
the Senate, and urges the principle that con
sent takes away error, as applying, on this 

- occasion. to give the Senate jurisstiction-

In that case, a Senator not only asked' 
for an investigation but took the position 
that his acquiescence in the matter, and 
his desire to have an investigation ·con..:. 
ferred jurisdiction on the Senate, even 
though the Senate was rather loath to 
take it. How did the Senate answer Sen
ator Marshall on that question? The 
answer is as follows: 

But, as no person appears to prosecute, and 
there is no evidence adduced to the Senate, 
nor even a specific charge, the committee 
think any further inquiry by the Senate 
would be improper. If there were no objec
tions of this sort, the committee would still 
be of opinion that the IJlemf.?rial could not 
be sustained. They think that in ,a case of 
this kind no person can be held to answer 
for an Infamous crime unless on a present
ment or indictment of a grand jury, and that 
in all such prosecutions the ·accused ought 

- to be tried by an impartial jury of the State 
and district wherein the crime shall have 
been committed. If, in the present case, the 
party bas been guilty in the manner sug
gested, no reason has been alleged by the 
memorialists why he has not long since been 
tried in the State and district where be com-

_mitted the offense. Until he is legally con
victed,- the principles of the Constitution and 
of the -common ·law concur in presuming that 
he is innocent. And the committee are com
pelled, by a sense of justice, to declare that 

. in their opinion the presumption in favor 
of Mr. Marshall is not diminished by the 

·recriminating publications which manifest 
strong resentment against him. 

And they are also of opinion that as the 
Constitution does not give jurisdiction to 
the Senate the consent of .the party cannot 
give it; and that therefore the said memorial 
ought to be dismissed. _ 

Resolved, That the Vice President 'of the 
_ United_States be requested to transmit. a copy 

of the foregoing report to the Governor of 
Kentu~ky. 

.There is the .precedent of the Senate in 
the early case · of Humphrey .Marshall, 

It is interesting to note that in . the 
next important case, that of Senator 
Smith, of Ohio, ·. Senator John Quincy 
Adams, in writing the majority report" of 

. the -committee considering that case, re
ferred to the Humphrey Marshall case 

and said that, in his opinion, the Senate 
had probably made a mistake; but in the 
disposition of the case of Senator-Smith, 
of Ohio, what happened? The Senate 
refused to adopt the majority report of 
the ·committee headed · by John Quincy 
Adams. · _ . 

It is true that the Senate, under reso
lutions, has investigated certain charges 
in many cases; but, Mr. President, if the 
theory in the Humphrey Marshall case 
has ever been overthrown by the Senate, 
except, perhaps, in the case of Senator 
Thomas, of Maryland, I have been unable 
to find any record of such a decision. 

I think that probably it would not be 
advisable for me to continue this after
noon to read to the Senate the remainder 
of the brief from which I quoted on Mon
day. Therefore, I ask unanimous consent 
that, beginning at page 50, after the 
statement of Senator Knox, and con
tinuing through page 60, the matter con
tained in the minority report be included 
in the RECORD at this point as a continu
ation of my remarks. 

The PRESIDING . OFFICER (Mr. 
CHANDLER in the chair). Is there objec-
tion? · 

There being no objection, the matter 
referred to was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD. as follows: 

Senator Johnson, of Maryland made. the fol
lowing statement in the George F. Edmunds 
case; . 

"The' only qualifications required ·by the 
Constitution are that the party to be chosen 
shall be at least 30 years of age, etc., • • •. 
Subject to these limitations, the legislature of 
the State has the unrestricted right of choice. 
No department of this Government of the 
United States has any jurisdiction over it. 
The Constitution, whether we regard its terms 
or its ·evident scope, as manifested by its na
ture, creates a Government of delegated 
powers, and that Government has, conse
quently, no authority to interfere." 

Senator Harrison, of Tennessee, in discuss
ing the Wheeler case, made the following 
statement: 

"The framers of the Constitution of the 
United States, in prescribing or fixing the 

- qualifications of Members of Congress, must 
be presumed to have been dealing with the 
question with reference to an obvious neces
sity for uniformity in the matter of the quali
fications of · Members, and with a jealous 
desire to prevent, by the action of either 
House of Congress, the establishment of other 
or different qualifications of Memb.ers. 

"It was appropriate and proper-in fact, 
necessary-that the power should be given to 
each House to judge of the elections, returns, 
and qualifications of its Members; that is, to 
judge of the constitutional qualifications of 
its Members. 

"The exercise of this power requires only a 
majority vote. 

"But the House possesses another power, 
to decide who shall and who shall not hold 
seats in that body. It is altogether distinct, 
in origin and character, from that to w-hich 
I have just referred. It is the power of ex
pulsion which requires a two-thirds vote for 
its exercise. 

. * * * * • 
"It was too dangerous a power to confer on 

either House without restriction, and hence 
it was expressly_ provided in' the constitution 

· that there must be a concurrence of two
thirds of the Members to expel." 

Senator -Voorhees, of -Indiana, in the Roach 
case said: · · 

"Senators are officers of- States. · -They are 
sent here -by -the-States and by States alone. 
It has been held; now for nearly -100 years 
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that they are not civil officers of the · Federal 
Government. That was decided in 1799- in 
the celebrated case of Senator Blount . . 

"We hear a good deal sometimes about in
vestigating a Senator's election to this body. 
It is provided that the Senate shall be the 
judge of the qualifications and elections of 
its own Members. Yes; we may judge of his 
qualifications, to the extent limited by the 
Constitution. If, as in some VPry celebrated 
instances, a man should- come here alleged · 
to be under the prescribed age, or who had 
not been a citizen of this country 9 years, or 
if not an inhabitant of the State, an inves
tigation would be allowed, because these are 
required conditions by the Constitution. 

"There is still, however another field of in
vestigation. If charges are made that a man 
used fraud, was guilty o~ corruption, bribery, 
or other improper conduct before his legis
lature in securing hi.c; election, the right to 
investigate arises because, if such charges 
are true, he has not been elected at all ac
cording to law, but according to fraud." 

We quote again: 
"Can the States be trusted to send fit and 

proper men to this body? Are States a safe 
depository of power for the choice of Sena
tors to represent them in the Federal Con
gress, or must Senators already chosen super
vise the characters and moral fitness of in
coming Members? 

"Where, then, is the limit of inquiry, unless 
you take that invincible limit given . by the 
Constitution? Will you, in the face of that 
sacred instrument dare to say that you have 
the right to inquire whether a man sent here 
by a sovereign State has at some time or other 
been indicted for crime. even if he has paid 
the penalty of the offense in accordance with 
the laws of his State? If you can investigate 
in such a case as that. you can investigate 
anything and everythin§; wP,ich may be dis
tasteful to the Senator from New Hampshire 
or anyone else, however petty or contempti
ble the accusation may be 

"If the States are not to be trusted in their 
own individual capacity to discharge this high 
duty, it would be a. failure of government to 
remit it to the already elected representa
tives of other States In other words, when 
a State has made its choice and sent a Sena
tor here, is it to be assumed that the· repre
sentatives of the other States shall meet in 
conclave and pass upor his fitness and in
quire ·into his morals? The presumptions 
run the other way; the presumptions are 
that the State knows him and understands 
him." 
(E) TIME OF DISCOVERY AS DETERMINING THE 

REMEDY 

It may be assumed that if the objections to 
a Member are discovered before· he is seated 
he may be excluded by a majority vote, but 
if discovered subsequently the remedy is by 
expulsion by a two-thirds vote. 

This suggestion has been effectively 
answered in the Smoot case. (See Hinds' 
Precedents, val. 1, pp. 568 569.) · 

"Keeping carefully in mind the reason for, 
the constitutional provision, it is· apparent 
that it is just as logical to require a two
thirds vote to expel a Member for a crime 
that was committed before taking his seat 
as there is for a crime committed after taking 
his seat. 

"Suppose A commits an offense against the 
laws of the United States after his election 
to the United States Senate. In such 

·case "' * (it is conceded) that it would 
take a two-thirds vote to expel. Suppose, 
on the other hand, the same Member had 
committed the same offense before taking 
his seat. In that case "' * * (it is argued) 
that such Senator might be expelled by a 
majority vote, because the objection existed 
at. the time of taking the seat. The only 
difference in the two cases is time; there is 
no difference in reason. · 

"There is a substantive difference between 
a constitutional ineligibility on the part of a 
man to be a United States Senator and a mere 
personal objection, and the two principles 
should be kept distinct in the mind. Sup
pose A is elected to the United ~tates Sen
ate and is not a citizen of the United States. 
In that case there is a constitutional ineligi
bility. Such person may take the senatorial 
oath and take his seat, yet it is evident that 
such person, while he may be for. the time 
a Senator de facto, he is not a Senator de 
jure, because he has not the necessary re
quirements. In such case it appears entirely 
reasonable that a majority vote could oust 
him. 

"But suppose A is constitutionally eligible 
to be elected a United States Senator, and is 
so el~cted. Further, suppose that A at the 
time of the election has such personally of
fensive habits as to be intolerable to de·cent 
men. Nevertheless, suppose A presents him
self to the United States Senate and takes 
the oath and enters UPOJl the performance 
of his senatorial duties, and then these in
tolerably offensive habits are discovered. In 
the latter case the objection to A existed at 
the time of his election. Who, J * *would 
contend in such case that A could be expelJed 
by a majority vote~ The constitutional rea
son that a two-thirds vote shall be required 
to expel a Member applies With full force in 
such case; in the latter instance the Sen
ators may waive or not the objection to the 
personal habits of A. Under the Constitution, 
however, they would not have the power . to 
waive A's constitutional eligibility, as this 
in effect would override tJ:le Constitution." 
(F) IMPLl.CATIONS FROM THE ADOPTIO:N' OF THE 

THIRD CLAUSE OF THE FOURTEENT-H AMEND
MENT 

The fourteenth amendment was adopted in 
1868. Among other things it provided 
(clause 3): 

"No person shall be a Senator or Repre
sentative in Congress, * * •, who having 
previously taken . an oath, as a Member of 
Congress, * * *,to support the Constitu
tion of the United States, shall have engaged 
in insurrection or rebellion against. the same, 
or given aid or comfort to the enemies 
thereof. But Congress may by a vote of two
thirds of each House remove such disability." 

The fair implication of the conduct of the 
Senate in proposing this· amendment to the 
Constitution is that doubt existed as to the 
power of the ' Senate under the Constitution 
to exclude for the most serious of all offenses, 
treason. 

It wni be observed that the disqualifica
tion, however, applies only to one "who, hav
ing previously taken an oath, as a Member 
of Congress." This wholly negatives the idea 
that a newly elected Member might be ex
cluded on the grounds stated. 
(G) ARGUMENT THAT THE PROVISIONS OF CLAUSE 

3, SECTION 3, ARTICLE r; CONSTITUTE DIS-
QUALIFICATIO:NS BINDING ONLY ON THE STATES 

It may be suggested that the provisions of 
clause 3 above mentioned constitute dis
qualifications rather than qualifications and 
were intended to bind only the St ates as 
such. In this instance the ·attempted dis
tinction between qualifications and disquali
fications is merely. verbal. The legal effect is 
the same in either case. 

The idea that these provisions bind the 
States only and not the Senate is. contrary 
to the scope and purpose and form of the 
Constitution. It will be noted that these 
provisions are contained within that part of 
article I ·of the Constitution which deals 
solely and exclusively with the· Congress of 
the United States, its powers, limitations, and 
its membership. All of the provisions in
tended to bind the States only are set forth 
expressly in a separate section, to wit, sec
tion 10, clauses 1, 2, and 3. It cannot rea
sonably be assumed that the masters of form 

who prepared and made this instrument 
could have designedly or inadvertently in
serted a limitation upon the St ates, as such, 
in sections of that instrument otherwise 
dealing exclusively with the powers of Con
gress or of the two Houses thereof. 

It would be equally tenable to argue that 
the provisions of article II, section 1, clause 
4-

"No · person except a natural born citizen, 
or a citizen of the United States, at the time 
of the adopt'ion of this Constitution, shall be 
eligible to the office of President"-
are- binding only upon the States and the 
people and not the Congress. If this is true, 
then Congress is competent to add to the 
qualifications for President of the United 
States. 

(H) POWERS OF PARLIAMENT 

It may be argued that the power of Con
gress or of either House thereof with respect 
to the exclusion of members was established 
by the rules and precedents of the ·British 
Parliament .. 

The distinction between powers of the 
~ritish Parliament and that of Congress is 
quite obvious. 

"The British Parliament possessed the 
power of regulating the qualifications both of 
electors and the elected, and the abuse they 
has made of it was a lesson worthy of our 
attention. They had made changes in both 
cases, subservient to their own views of politi
cal or religious parties." (Madison's Papers, 
VOl. 5, p. 404.) 

Quoting from the report filed in the Roberts 
case in the House, we note the following: 

"The Ho1:1ses of the American Congress have 
not accepted or followed these last-named 
precedents, due undoubtedly to the radical 
differences between organization, jurisdiction, 
and powers of the English ..,arliament and the 
American Congress. The most striking of 
these differences, as stated by Mr. Cushing, 
are that in this country Members of both 
bran,ches of Congress are elected for specified 
terms and that the Members of the House of 
Representatives are apportioned among and 
elected by their several constituencies-so far 
as possible-upon the principle of equality; 
whereas in England the House of Lords is 
composed of members who are not elected at 
all, but who sit as members during their lives 
by virtue of hereditary or conferred right, as 
the nobility, or temporal lords, or of their 
appointment to places of high dignity in the 
church, as the archbishops and bishops, or 
lords spiritual; and the members of the 
House of Commons, though elected, are not 
apportioned among the several constituencies 
and elected upon the prin~ciple of equality or 
representation, but chiefly upon the principle 
of corporate or municipal right, and for no 
fixed period of time.· 

"Another important difference is that the 
existence and powers of the House of Com
mons rest largely on custom and tradition, 
aided, · of late years, by statute provisions, 
whereas in the House of Representatives (as 
well as the Senate) these powers are founded 
in and for a great part regulated, limited, and 
controlled by a writtten Constitution and 
laws." 

In support of this idea, the case of . Jolih 
Wilkes has often been referred to. It is not 
authority for . the point sought to be made. 
In that case the distinction between the 
power of exclusion and that of expulsion 
was not emphasized, but the result itself does 
emphasiz.e this distinction. 

Wilkes had been elected twice to the House 
of Commons and excluded for alleged wrong
doing. On the occasion of his third election 
the House of Commons adopted this resolu
tion: 

"That John Wilkes, Esq., having been in this 
session of Parliament expelled this House, 
was and is, incapable of being elected a 
member to serve in the present Parliament." 
(Cavendish, Debates, vol. 1, p. 231.) 
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Edmund Burke, in opposing the adoption 

of this resolution, said: "I rise to obtain some 
information upon this great constitution~! . 
point. . You are going to make a disqualifica
tion of a member to sit in Parliament; you 
are going to make a disqualification contrary 
to the unanimous opinion of a whole county. 
Words have been thrown out by the noble 
lord importing that this is the law of 
Parliament. Is that, sir, a fact? Is this· the 
law of Parliament? I . wish to have that law 
established on the ground which establishes 
all laws. Has it acts of Parliament? . It has 
none. Has it records? Has it custom? I 
have not heard a variety of precedents used" 
(ibid., p. 231). ' 

The resolution which declared Wilkes in
eligible in effect was adopted February 17, 
1769. Before this he had been twice ex
pelled. On May 3, 1782, a resolution revising 
in emphatic terms · a portion of its prior ac
tion in the Wilkes case was adopted. It is 
significant that this resolution did not at
tempt to impeach the validity of the action 
of the House in twice expelling Wilkes, but 
it wholly reversed its action in establishing 
a disqualification and then excluding him 
therefor. The· resolution was as follows: 

"That the said resolution (that of February 
17, 1769, declaring him incapable of being 
elected) be expunged from the journals of 
this House, as being subversive of the rights 
of the whole bcdy of electors of this King
dom." (Hansard, vol. 22, p. ·1409.) 

This resolution is significant and impor
tant as declaring the lack of power of one 
branch of the Parliament to add a qualifica
tion and to e.xclude for the lack thereof. 

VI. CONSIDERATION OF THE POWER TO EXPEL 

'.the power to expel is conferred by article 
I, section 5, clause-2, reading as follows: 

"Each House may determine the rules of its 
proceeding, punish its Members.for disorderly 
behavior, and, with the concurrence of· two
third:;; , expel a Member." ' 

In a number of cases investigated it has 
been claimed that the power to expel is lin;t
ited to acts occurring while a Member. 

Quoting from the argument of Mr. Thayer 
in the Smoot case: 

"Now, if we construe that according to the 
ordinary rules which apply to the construe.:. 
tion of the English language, we of course 
take it all together. The context relates to 
the words 'with the concurrence of two.!. 
thirds expel a Member'; and I have always 
assumed that the power to expel referred . to 
that conduct which the Senate could carry 
on respecting a Member who had a right .to 
be there, whose title there was unquestioned

1 and for something' that he did, or for some 
status in which he was while a Senator. I 
think that is the only sound construct.ion of 
that clause in the Constitution. It has never 
had another construction, in fact, by the acts 
of the Senate. 

"No Senator has ever been expelled, no 
Member of the House has ever been expelled, 
except for some act done by him while a 
Senator or Representative, or relative to his 
functions as a 'Senator or Representative; and 
I think no serious effort was ever made to 
expel for any other reason · than that_;, 
(Hinds' Precedents, vol. 1, p . 563.) 

To this may be added the opinion of Sen
ator Knox in the same case, found in Hinds' 
Precedents, volume 1, page 588, wherein he 
makes the following statement: 

"If I were asked to state concisely the true 
theory of the Constitution upon this impor
tant point, I would unhesitatingly say: 

"First. That the Constitution undertakes 
to prescribe no moral or mental qualification,· 
and in respect to such qualifications as it 
does prescribe the Senate by a majority vote' 
shall judge of ' their existence in each case, 
whether · the question is raised before or after 
the Senator has taken his seat: · ' 

"Second . . That as to aU matters · affecting· a 
man's moral or mental fitness the States are 

to be the judges in the first instance, sub
ject, however, to ·the power of the Senate to . 
reverse their judgment by a two-thirds vote 
of expulsion when an offense or an offensive 
status extends into the period of senatorial 
service, and such a question can only be 
made after the Senator has taken his seat." 

On the contrary, it has been argued in_ a 
number of cases that the power to expel 
covers acts occurring prior to the election. 
No precedent, however, can be found where 
the Senate has ever expelled for moral turpi
tude alleged to have been committed prior 
to the election or prior to becoming a Mem
ber. In the Smoot case, above referred to, 
which is more nearly in point with the matter 
now before the Senate than any other case 
to be found in the books,. the Senate declined 
to exercise either remedy. 

VII. SENATORIAL· PRECEDENTS ON THE RIGHT TO 
EXCLUDE OR EXPEL 

(Gallatin case, 1794 Hinds' Precedents, vol. 
1, sec. 428) 

In 1794 the Senate decided that Albert 
Gallatin was disqualified, not having been a 
citizen 9 years. The Senate, by a majority 
vote, unseated _Albert Gallatin for disquali
fication after he had taken the oath. It will 
be observed here that the exclusion was based 
upon the lack of one of the qualifications 
prescribed by article I, section 3, clause 3, 
that is, citizenship. 

(Marshall case, _1796) 
In 1796 charges were laid before the Senate 

in substance accusing Marshall of having 
committed perjury in a suit tried 19 months 
before Marshall was chosen a Member of the 
Senate. The charges were dismissed for lack 
'Of evidence. However, the committee said: 

"If there were any objections of this sort, 
the committee would still be of opinion that 
the r.remorial could not be sustained. They 
think that in a case of this kind no person. 
can be held to answer for an infamous crime 
unless on a presentment or indictment of a 
grand jury, and that in all s~ch prosecutions 
the accused ought to be tried by an impar
tial jury of the State and district wherein the 
crime shall have been committed. If, in the 
present case, the party has been guilty in the 
manner suggested, no. reason has been al
leged by the memorialists why he has no~ 
long since been tried in the State and district 
where he committed the o!fense. Until he is 
legally convicted, the principles of the Con
stitution and of the common law concur in 
presuming that he is innocent." · 
(James Shields case, 1849; Hinds' Precedents, 

vol. 1, sec. 429) 
The Senate decided in 1849 that James 

Shields was disqualified to retain his seat, 
not having been a citizen of the United State~ 
for the required time. The oath was admin
istered leaving the question as to his quali
fications to be decided later, it being con-; 
tended that he had a prima facie right to 
the seat. The committee reported and the 
Senate agreed after debate, to a resolution 
declaring that the election of Mr. Shields 
"was void, he not having been a citizen of 
the United States the term of years required · 
as a qualification to be a Senator of the 
United States at the commencement of the 
term for which he was elected.'' 

This resolution ·Was adopted without di• 
vision, it being considered evidently that a 
majority vote only was required for the pas
sage of the resolut"ion. It will be observed 
here that the exclusion rested upon the mat
ter of constitutional qualifications .Prescribed 

. by article 1, section 3, clause 3 of the Consti-
tution. 
(John Smith case, 1807, Senate Election Cases, 

from 1789-1855, p. 934) 
The charge was made against John Smith, 

a Senator from Ohio, that I:ie was a cocon
spirator with Aaron Burr. The point was 
made that the indictment against · Senator 

Smith was identical with the one against 
Aaron ·Burr and that Burr had been found 
not guilty. It was therefore argued that the 
Senate should not act because Senator Smith 
had not been convicted. The committee's 
report recommended that a conviction· of a 
Member was not· a necessary prerequisite to 

. expulsion. 
But, notwithstanding the fact that this 

report was eloquently written by no less a 
statesman than John Quincy Adams, the 
Senate refused to expel. 

'(Civil ·war cases) 
The next cases were .considered by the Sen

ate in 1861 and were those of Jefferson Davis; 
Brown, of Mississippi; Mallory and Yulee, of 
Florida; Clay al,ld Fitzpatrick, 9f Alabama; 
Toombs, of Georgia; and Benjamin, of Louisi
ana; and a number of others. 

Expulsion was ordered because it was 
claimed-

"The Senators were engaged in a conspiracy 
for the destruction of the Union:" 

In all of the Civil War cases expulsion was 
made on the ground of treasonable acts oc
curring during the term. of office. 
(Benjamin Stark case, 1862', Hinds' Prece

dents, vol. 1, sec. 443) 
In 1862 before the enactment of the test 

oath for loyalty the Senate declined to ex
clude for alleged disloyalty Benjamin Stark 
whose credentials were unimpeached. An 
argument :was made in the course of debate 
that a Senator-elect might be excludeq tor 
disqualifications other than the three speci
fied by the Constitution. 

The Committee on the Judiciary, to which 
were refen:ed the c~edentials, reported . the 
following amendment: 

"Resolved, That Benjamin Stark, of Oregon, 
appointed a Senator of that State by the Gov
ernor t:Lereof, is entitled to take the con
stitutional oath of office." 

In opening the debate the reasons for the 
conclusion which had been submitted from 
the committee were given, as follows: 

"The question submitted to the committ.ee 
was, whether or not evidence of this descrip
tion (certain ex parte affidavits alleging 
treasonable declarations) could be allowed to 
prevail against his prima facie right to take 
his seat as a Senator . . The committee were 
of opinion that they could not. The Con
stitution declares what shall be the qualifica
tions of a Senator. They are· in respect to 
his age, in respect to his residep.ce, in respect 
to his citizenship; and the committee were 
of opinion that the Senate were limited to 
the question, first, whether or not the person 
claiming the seat and presenting hi~ cre
dentials produced the. requisite evidence of 
his election or appointment; and second, 
whether there was any question as to his con
'stitutional qualifications: * * "' I do not 
understand that it is competent for the 
Senate, and I think they step aside from their 
only jurisdiction when they attempt to punish 
a man for his crime or misbehavior ante
cedent to h i's election. If this were so, the 
Constitution ought to be amended so as to 
read that the legislature of a State or the 
Governor of a State, in a certain contingency, 
shall elect or appoint a Senator, subject to 
the advice and consent of the Senate. The 
Senate would then be the ultimate judge 
whether or not the man ought to have a seat 
here, and it would be competent for the 
Senate upon any caprice or any view it might 
take of the capacity, moral, or intellectual, 
or political, of a man, to reject him and 
prevent. his taking a seat. Sir, I do not so 
understand the Constitution. I understand 
the Senate is the judge of the election of a 
Senator, of the sufficiency and genuineness 
of the returns furnished, and the evidence of 
the election; and also of the constitutional 
qualifications of the individual to hold a seat 
in th~ ~enate. Beyond that I apprehend the 
Senate have no power · at· all." (Hinds' 
Precedents, vol. 1, sec. 443.) 
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After debate, the following resolution was 

put: 
"Resolved, That Benjamin Stark, of Oregon, 

appointed a Senator of that State by the 
Governor thereof, is entitled to take the con
stitutional oath of office without prejudice to· 
any subsequent proceedings in the case." 

This was determined in the affirmative
yeas 26, nays 19. 

The oath was then administered. 
Thereafter a resolution was presented to 

expel. This was disagreed to. (Hinds' 
Precedents, vol. 1, sec. 443 .) 

(David T. Patterson case, 1866, Hinds' 
Precedents, vol. 1, sec. 453) 

The question arose in the Se;nate as to the 
loyalty of one David T. Patterson, a Sena
tor-elect from Tennessee. His credentials. 
were presented and after debate were re
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary 
with instructions to inquire into his quali
fications. The debate discussed the propriety 
of refusing the oath to a person presenting 
prima facie evidence of his election. Reso
lution admitting him was thereafter adopted. 
(Hinds' Precedents, vol. 1 .. sec. 453.) 
(Roach case, 1868, CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 

vol. 25, pt. 1, 53d Cong., 1st sess., pp. 37-
162) . 
Roach, a Senator-elect from the State of 

North Dakota, was charg~ and never denied 
that he had embezzled $30,000 from . a bank 
of which he had been cashier. No prosecu
tion had ever been instituted against him, 
the matter evidently having been settled. 
The question was later raised in the Senate, 
and discussed at gr<>at length. as to whether 
the Senate had the power to act "because it 
was a crime that he had committed before 
his election." The matter was referred to a 
committee but no vote was ever taken 
thereon. Complete record of the discussion 
in this case may be found in the CONGRES
SIONAL RECORD (vol. 25, pt. 1, 53d Cong., 1st 
sess., beginning at pp. 140 to 153, inclusive). 

(Philip. F. Thomas case, 1867, Hinds' 
Precedents, vol. 1, sec. 457) 

In 1867 the Senate, having in view the test 
oath and the spirit of the fourteenth amend
ment, excluded Philip F Thomas. There· was 
a protracted debate, among other things, on 
the right to add other qualifications to the 
three prescribed by 'the Constitution. Seat 
was denied because of the inability of the 
Member-elect to tak-:J the oath because of dis
loyalty. 
(Arthur R. Gould case, Senate Election Cases, 

pp. 276-288) 
Gould was charged with the- crime of 

bribery. Oath of office was administered and 
resolution adopted referring the matter to 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections 
for investigation and report. That commit
tee in its report recommended dismissal of 
the charges for insufficiency of . the evidence, 
but expressed the view that the Senate was 
without jurisdiction to expel for. offenses 
committed prior to the election. 
(Reed Smoot case, 1903, Hinds' Precedents, 

vol. 1, sees. 482, 483) 
In this case, although it was understood 

that objection was made to the Senator-elect 
on the question of his. qualifications, yet the 
oath was administered on his prima facie 
showing. It was objected that Senator Smoot 
by reason of fealty to a "higher law than the 
law of the Nation" was disqualified to hold 
a seat in the Senate. A complete discussion 
was had on the right of the Senate to exclude 
on a majo'rity vote for lack of qualifications 
other than those enumerated in the Con
stitution. The majority of the committee 
agreed that the Senator was not entitled to 

. his seat in the Senate and reported the fol
lowing resolution: 

"Resolved, That Reed Smoot is not entitled 
to a seat as a Senator of the United States 
trom the State of Utah." 

The minority declared in addition the fol
lowing: 

"Reed Smoot possesses all the qualifications 
prescribed by the Constitution to make him 
eligible to a seat in the Senate, and the 
regularity of his election by the Legislature 
of the State of Utah is not questioned in any 
manner." 

Question was raised on the resolution rec
ommended by the majority which recom
mended as follows: 

"Resolved, That Reed Smoot is not entitled 
to a seat as a Senator of the United States 
from the State of Utah." 

Mr. Albert J. Hopkins, of niinois, proposed 
a substitute amendment to strike out all 
after the word "Resolved" and insert a new 
text, so that it should read as follows: 

"Resolved (two-thirds oj the Senators pres
ent concurring therein) , That Reed Smoot 
is not entitled to a seat as a Senator of the 
United States from the State of Utah." 

The amendment of Mr. Hopkins was agreed 
to-yeas" 49, nays 22. 

Thereupon Mr. Carmack, of Tennessee, pro
posed a substitute as follows: · 

"Resolved, That Reed Smoot, a Senator from 
Utah, be expelled from the Senate of the 
United States. 

"This substitute was disagreed to-yeas 27, 
nays 43. Then the resolution of the com
mittee as amended on the motion of Mr. 
Hopkins was disagreed to-yeas 28, nays 42-
two-thirds not voting in . favor thereof." 
(Hinds' Precedents. val. 1, p. 590, sec. 483.) 

(Smith, Vare, and Newberry cases) 
The cases of Smit4 of Illinois, Vare of 

Pennsylvania, and Newberry of Michigan are 
not in point inasmuch as each of them in
volved alleged corruption either in the pri
mary or in the election itself, the Senate 
being obviously competent to disqualify on 
this ground under the provisions of article I, 
section 5, clause 1, of the Constitution pro
viding that each House shall be the judge of 
the· election of its own Members. 

(House precedents) 
There are two cases presented to the House 

of Representatives which are quite ·fre
quently referred to as pr~cedents for a de
cision in ' this case. The first has to do with 
the· case of one B. F. Whittemore who was· re
elected to the same House from which he 
had resigned to escape expulsion for crime. 
He was exclud(ld from taking the c.ath and 
his 'seat. In the discussions, however, it was 
assumed, apparently, that the right to exclude 
and the right to expel were identical. 

The criticism of this case is to be found 
in a. report of · the legislative committee con
sidering the Roberts case (Hind's Precedents, 
vol. 1, sec. 477, p. 540) : 

"The case of Whibtemore, in the Forty-first 
Congress, is suggested as a legislative prece
dent for t:tle right to exclude. We have ex
amined that case with care, and we feel 
bound to say that we do not think it en
titled to any weight as a precedent. The 
argument upon which it was based shows the 
action of the House to have been unwarranted 
and ill-advised in excluding Whittemore. 
The only speeches made in support of the 
proposition were by Mr. Logan. He does not 
in any way refer to the one great legal ques
tion involved, as to whether Congress, to say 
nothing of the House, acting alone, had the 
power to add to the qualifications specified in 
the Constitution, and that question was not 
raised during the debate, although at that 
time (1870) several State courts, one at least, 
had discussed,' People v. Barker having been 
decided in 1824. 

"The House had, apparently, never heard 
that there was such a question. The only 
provision of the Constitution that could pos
sibly justify the action of the House, that 
constituting the House the judge of the 'elec
tion returns and qualifications of its own 
Members,' was not referred to _directly or in-

directly, and, if the debate is the criterion, 
the House acted without any reference to it 
whatever. The clause stating the qualifica
tion was incidentally referred to once. In
deed, they apparently acted upon an entirely 
differe..J.t provision that does not relate to 
exclusion or determining eligibility or quali
fications, and Mr. Logan distinctly based his 
case upon it when he says: 

"'I base my opinion, first, upon the Con
stitution of the United States, which author
izes Congress to prescribe rules and regula
tions for the government of their Members, 
and provides that by a two-thirds vote either 
House may expel any one of · its Members 
without prescribing the offenses for which 
either House may expel.'" 

"He then proceeded to make this gratui
tous and unwarranted assumption: 

" 'This being the theory with which I 
start out, I then assume that where the 
House of Representatives has power to expel 
for an offense against its rules or a viola
tion of any law of the land, it has the same 
power to exclude a person from its body.' 

"Without giving any attention to the legal 
distinctions involved, or even referring to 
the constitutional right of passing upon 
qualifications, or adverting to the fact that 
exclusion is the act of a majority and ex
pulsion of two-thirds, he begs the whole 
question and assumes their identity. He 
quotes a statute which makes a disqualifica
tion to bold office absolutely dependent upon 
a conviction, and then assumes it disquali
fied Whittemore, although there had been no 
conviction. He admits there was no Con
gressionai precedent for the action which he 
proposed. He cites the Wilkes case in the 
English Parliament as a precedent, when. as 
he states it, that case was directly in point 
against him. Wilkes, he says, was elected 
four successive times to the same Parlia
ment, three times without opposition and 
the fourth time against an opposing candi
date. Three times he was expelled. The 
fourth time his opponent was seated. 
Neither time, according to his statement, was 
Wilkes excluded. 

"Just how that case could be an authority 
for excluding as against ·expelling Whitte
more we cannot see. These considerations 
(and many more could be suggested) , in 
view of the fact that the House, under Mr. 
Logan's lead, absolutely refused to allow any 
committee to examine, for the information 

• of the House, the legal question involved or 
to have the case referred to any committee
though such a course was desired by such 
men as Poland of Vermont, Farnsworth of 
Illinois, and E;chenck and Garfield of Ohio
and would not allow Schenck and Garfield 
to be heard on the law for even 10 minutes 
each, deprive this case, fn our opinion, of 
all weight as a precedent." 

The second case is known as the Roberts 
case. In the Fifty-sixth Congress one B. H . 
Roberts was elected to the House, and the 
House declined to permit the oath to be 
administered, and he was excluded on the 
charges of polygamous relations. There was 
an exhaustive debate on all of the legal ques
tions involved. The issue was squarely pre
sented under the majority and minority 
resolutions. The majority resolution recom
mended exclusion, and the ~inority recom
mended expulsion. The majority resolution 
prevailed. The case, however, is of doubtful 
value as a precedent here, because of the cir
cumstances under which it arose and the 
attendant emotion and hysteria in connec
tion with the charges involved. 

These cases were suggested as precedents in 
the proceedings in the Smoot case and re
jected by the Senate. 

VIII. GENERAL CONCLUSION DRAWN FROM 
PRECEDENTS 

Since the adoption of the Constitution the 
Senate has exercised the power to investigate 
in approXimately 130 cases, including election 
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con tests. From an examination of all of 
these cases we believe that it may be accu-
rately stated that: . 

(1) No case exists where the Senate has 
excluded a Member for acts of moral turpi
tude ·alleged to have occurred prior to the 
time of the election or prior to the time when 
a Member is seated; 

(2) No case may be found where the SenatP. 
has ever expelled a Member for acts of moral 
turpitude alleged to have been committed 
before he became a Member. 

Respectfully submitte~i.. .. 

States we are subjected not only to pub
. lie opinion but to the searching 'inquiry 

of every political opponent we have. The 
people l,{now us. Why? Because the 

' searchlight of publicity, the searchlight 
brought to bear by the ingenuity of the 
opposition politicians has been focused 

·upon us. They know us becaus~ o~r 
·neighbors speak of us; they know us be
cause we have attended church' in our 

·State; · because we have attended the 1 

schools of our State; in fact, they know 
ELLISON D. SMITH. 

ABE MURDOCK. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, will ' 
. ·the Senator yield to me so that I may ask , 

· ·us because they have lived with us. . In 
my. opinion; tha.t is the reason. why· the 

··fb:imers of ·the ConstitutiOn laid down · 
the p:i'inciple that . ~!though, of co~se, . 
~there ·should be a limited number of sim- · 
pie, over-all ·quallftcatioris, such as resi
dence, citizenship, and age-and I have 
given the reasons the Constitution·al 
Convention considered in laying down 

a question? · . · 
Mr. MURPOCK. I yield. 
Mr. CONNALLY. As I understand, the 

Senator has concluded his argument on 
the constitutional law, and now intends 
to discuss the facts; is that correct? 

Mr. MURDOCK. I have yet to make a 
very short conclusion on the law; and 
then I intend- to discuss the facts. I 
hope that Senators will remain in the 
Chamber and · will listen ·to my state
ment of the facts, at least, as they appear 
to me. 

Mr. CONNALLY. · Mr. President, will 
-the Senator yield for another question? 

. Mr. MURDOCK. I yield . . 
Mr. CONNALLY. In connection with : 

passing from· the law to the facts, and 
especially in connection with the Mar- · 
shall case, the makers of the. Constitution · 
having determined by whom the choice · 
should be made in the case of a Sen
ator, and the qualifications which should 
be required, let me ask the Senator who 
is better qualified to pass upon moral 
issues and issues of fact with respect to 
a candidate for the Senate, the people 
among whom he has lived all his life and 
among whom he has spent all the days 
of his activity or the Senate in a cursory 
examination by. some committee? . 

Mr. MURDOCK. I think the Senator . 
from Texas has asked a very important, . 
a very intelligent, and. a very fair ques-. 
tion, as he always does. If we believe 1n 
democracy, if we believe in a government 
by the people, of the people, and for the 
people, will any Senator rise on the ftoor 
of the Senate and say that, on the ques
tion of passing .on the ·moral and intel
lectual qualifications of a Senator, he 
has more confidence in the .judgment of 
the Senate than in that of the people 
of a Senator's own State? Of course not. 
No Senator here believes that any other 
view was entertained by the framers of 
the Constitution. 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Utah yield to the Senator 
from Illinois? 

Mr. MURDOCK. I shall yield in a 
moment. 

No man who believes in democracy, no 
man who believes at all in the integrity 
of the peop!e of his own State, will want 
to substitute the judgment of the Senate 
or any other body for the judgment of 
his own people. How do our people know 
us? Why do they know us? On what 
basis do they elect us? First, we have 
lived with them for a great many years. 

·When we run for public office in our 

·such restrictions__:_nevertheless, all other 
qualifications should be passed -upon by 

·the electorate. When it 'tomes to th,e 
question ·of determining moral and intel
lectual qualifications, what does the Sen-

. ate know . of the people of my State; I 

what does the Senate know of- the peo
·ple or' Maine or Florida or North Da- · 
' kota; what do the Members of the Senate 
know ·about the ·candidates in any of ' 
those States, until they come here among 

·us? But the people · with whom a man · 
has lived know him. If they do not know 
him, who under the sun could ·know him? 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President; will the · 
Senator yield for a question? 

Mr. MURDOCK. I yield. 
Mr: LUCAS. Followin:; the inquiry ·of · 

the distinguished Senator from Texas, 
let me ask the able Senator from Utah if 
he believes that the searchlight of pub
licity . afforded to the people of North 
Dakota, proof of the land-bond transac
tion, the Mexicarn land finance deal, and 
the case in which Gale Wyman, son of 
Judge A. Lee Wyman, was employed by 
the respondent in this case. . 
· Mr. MURDOCK. My answer to that 

question is that as to the details, as they 
have come to the investigators arid to the 
Senate committee, no; but I refer the 

·Senator from Illinois to the record; and 
if he can come to any conclusion other 
than that the bond transaction was a 
campaign issue, not only in 1940 but in 
1938, I shall be very much surprised. · 

I desire to make the further observa
. tion that, knowing the opponent of 
Judge LANGER in the general election, I 

·know the tenacity, I know the persever
ance, I know the ingenuity of the man 
who was running against 'him; and if 

. he could have found any facts to bring 
out on that issue he would not have neg- . 

-lected to do so. 
I state the further fact-, although I am · 

now rather anticipating my argument, 
that the present Governor of North Da
kota ran on the bond issue, ahd after his 
election he appointed an investigator to 

. go to the bottom of the transaction. 
Mr. LUCAS. Will the Senator yield? 
Mr. MURDOCK. I yield. 
Mr. LUCAS. That is true; and they 

. are invest.igating the situation right now. 

. They have asked for any number of ex

. hi bits and a great amount of testimony 
:which has been taken by the investiga
. tors and which the special representative 

appointed by Governor Moses could not 
find out and did not have the power to 
find out. The only point I am making 
is-- · 

Mr. MURDOCK. I am surprised that 
the Senator makes that point. 
· ·Mr. LUCAS. It is a fact, anyway. 

Mr. MURDOCK. That may be so; but 
we are trying the mise not on what the 
Senator knows or what the Governor of 
·North Dakota might' want to know. · That 
is why I say such a type of argument is 
unfair, for it does not abide by the rec
ord;. it does not · stay within the record 
as submitted by the Committee· on Privi
leges a-nd Elections. I am -surprised.that 

· the· Senator raises that ~point. .. 
Mr. LUCAS. The Senator can· be sur

· prised if he 'wants to. 
Mr. MURDOCK. I am surprised. 
Mr. LUCAS. He . has been surprised 

quite often throughout this hearing. 
Mr. MURDOCK. No; this is the first 

time. 
· Mr. LUCAS. But the point I am mak
ing is simply this: The Senator con-

. tends, along with ·the Senator from 
·Texas, app~ren~ly., from the question he 
asked, that the searchlight of ·publicity 

-has been turned on . every single act of 
the respondent as disclosed . by the- in
vestigators' report. I challenge .. that 
·statement.- · 

Mr. MURDOCK. I did not make that 
statement. 

. Mr. LUCAS . . The Senator said ,that all 
these matters· had been debated by the 
people of North Dakota. 

Mr. MURDOCK. I was speaking gen
erally of what happens to every Senator 
who announces his candidacy. The min
ute ·he does so, -if he is ·a Democrat, what 
happens? The Republican opposition 
begins to look in every corner for some
thing to upset him. The same thing is 
true when a Republican announces his 
candidacy; his .Democratic opponents 
begin . to look around for something that 
may defeat him. I say that when a 
man· announces his . candidacy he sub
jects himself to the glare of scrutinizing 
pub1icity . . 

Mr. LUCAS. There is no doubt about 
that. I certainly agree with the Senator 
as to that; we have all been through 
campaigns, and ·we know what we have 
to undergo. In every campaign specious 
trumped-up charges are made . against 
the ·individual candidate. But the point 
I make-and I want to reiterate it, and 
then I will not take any more of the Sen-
ator's time-- · · 

Mr. MURDOCK. The Senator is wel
come to interrupt me. · · 

Mr. LUCAS. In view of the question · 
the Senator from Texas asked, I contend 

- that the record shows that the· vital 
actions involving moral turpitude were 
the land transaction, the bond deal, the 
Mexican finance transaction, and the 
transaction with Gale Wyman, and the 
people of North Dakota knew nothing 
about those facts, on which the charge 
of moral turpitude really lies, when the 
campaign was uncter way. 

Mr. MURDOCK. I am sure--
Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, will 

the Senator yield? · 
-Mr. MURDOCK. I will yield in a mo

ment; I wish to answer the Senator from 
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Tilinois. I am sure that if the people of 
North Dakota feel that they are in
capable of scrutinizing the candidates 
who offer themselves for election there, 
in the Senator froni Illinois they have a 
very intelligen.t, a very industrious, and 
a very capable guardian who will attempt 
to protect them. 

I now yield to the Senator from Texas. 
Mr. CONNALLY. I interrupt only be

cause the Senator from Illinois made ref
erence to the Senator from Texas. Let 
me ask the Senator if it is not in the 
record that Mr. Lemke, who was a can
didate against the junior Senator from 
North Dakota, discussed the so-called 
bond transactions all over the State dur
ing the campaign. Is not that in the 
written sworn testimony? 

Mr. MURDOCK. There is no question· 
about that. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Is it not also true 
as to the land transaction that a consid
erable period before the campaign the 
deeds were on file in the public records, 
revealing the whole transaction? 

Mr. MURDOCK. Yes; and they were 
referred to in the campaign. 

Mr. CONNALLY. They were dis
cussed. 

Mr. MURDOCK. And the charge was 
made, I think, of $25,000 having been 
paid for land by one of the bond sales
men to Mr. LANGER. That is in the 
record. 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr MURDOCK. I yie!d. 
Mr. LUCAS. I challenge anyone to 

find in the public records that Brunk, of 
Iowa, paid the respondent $56,000 for 
land which was bought "sight unseen" 
and that is the basis of the charge of · 
moral turpitude growing out of the bond 
transaction. 

Mr. MURDOCK. I admit frankly that 
the details were not brought out as they 
have been here, but if the circumstance, 
in substance, was even indicated to the 

. opposition and they did know something 
about it, if we cou1:.::1 not trust them to get 
to the bottom of it, then I fear that we 

· have not the facilities to do it. 
Mr. ELLENDER. Mr. President, will 

the Senator yield? 
Mr. MURDOCK. I would rather get 

through with what I call my legal argu
ment. 

Mr. ELLENDER. I should like to 
make an observation, if the Senator will 
permit me. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Utah yield to the Senator 
from Louisiana? 

Mr. MURDOCK. I yield. 
Mr. ELLENDER. The record will show 

that Clyde Duffy who investigated the 
bond deal for Governor Moses, testified 
that the matter was brought to the at
tention of the people, that his report was 
made public, and that the figures were 
published before Senator LANGER was 
elected to the Senate. In other words, 
the people knew about the bond deals and 

· charges and countercharges were made 
with respect to the entire subject matter. 

Mr. MURDOCK. I believe the Sena
tor's statement is correct; but I think 
he is anticipating my argument on the 
facts. My statement is becoming rather 

disorganized by interruptions; I should 
like to present it, if I may, in what occurs 
to me tcr be a chronological order. 

Mr. ELLENDER. Since challenges are 
being made I desire to make one chal
lenge to the Senator from Illinois or to 
any other member (Jf the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections, to show one 
single solitary iota of evidence that con
nected LANGER with any of these matters. 
I want to say, as I have previously indi
cated, that conclusions have been reached 
that are based on , pure suspicion. The 
majority of the committee have drawn 
their conclusions on mere suspicion, and 
that is· all. I ·repeat, I challenge the 
Senator from Illinois or any other mem
ber of the committee to show one single 
solitary line of evidence connecting 
LANGE• with any of these deals. . 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, there is 
only one thing I want to say in reply to 
the Senator from Louisiana. The 13 
members of the committee who sat for 
weeks and months investigating every 
line of the testimony reported that there 
was such evidence, and when the Senator 
makes that sort of a challenge he makes 
it against the 13 members of the commit
tee in the majority. 

I fear the Senator from Louisiana is 
one of those individuals who want proved 
every link in the chain; but he is familiar 
with many cases in which circumstantial 
evidence was involved, if he has had any 
lawsuits at all he also knows that the 
court said in the Fall-Doheny case that 
it was not necessary to prove the actual 
transfer of the bonds in that case, which 
was the meat of the transaction, and no 
one could be found to furnish that proof. 
It is necessary to make some inferences 
in connection with such matters. If the 
Senator can get comfort out of these 
transactions about which he knows 
and which, apparently, he has read, and 
can go along with them, that is perfectly 
all right with the Senator from Illinois. 
I merely want to suggest to him that 
some members of the committee who sat 
for months in this case are just as much 
interested in doing the right thing as is 
the Senator from Louisiana. 

Furthermore, I wish to say to him that 
I have no personal interest in this case, 
one way or the other, and neither has 
any other member of the committee who 
sat in the case for many months; yet 
the Senator seems. to think that it is 
strange that 13 men, who studied the evi
dence. day after day, and who sat week 
after week, could come to the conclusion 
they did. 

Mr. ELLENDER. Mr. President-
Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. President, I shall 

refuse to yield further at this time. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen

ator from Utah declines to yield. 
Mr. MURDOCK. The Senator from 

illinois, Mr. President, has said on two -
or three occasions that 13 members of 
the Committee on Privileges and Elec
tions came to a conclusion after diligent 
work. I agree with him that the commit
tee was diligent; I want to agree with 
him that it is composed, with perhaps one 
exception, of some of the highest grade 
men in the Senate, and I do not know of 
a member of the committee, with the ex
ception probably of one, who does not 

measure up to the standard of every other 
Member of the Senate. I think they did 
a wonderful job, but I do not believe, Mr. 
President, the fact that 13 members came 
to a conclusion, contrary to the conclu-

. sion of 3 other members, should have any 
particular weight. It is not altogether 
uncommon in this country that the mi
nority occasionally is right. 

I claim to have been diligent in my at
tendance on the committee meetings. I 
think I have been rather industrious. I 
am sure I have not anything -of a per
sonal bias in the case, and I honestly 
could not agree with the majority; but 
I respect them in their disagreement; I 
know that they are sincere; I know that 
they are earnest, and I know that they 
are conscientious. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, the 
·senator intimated that there might be 
one member of the committee who was 
unworthy. If we are not indulging in too 
many presumptions, I should like to know 
whether the Senator would object to be
ing specific. 

Mr. MURDOCK. I happen to be a 
member of the committee, and I am a 
modest sort of Senator--

Mr. STEWART. If the Senator had 
reference to himself, I wish to say that, in · 
my opinion, he ranks as high as any 
other members of the committee, even 
though he did not agree with the ma
jority. 

Mr. LUCAS. I wish to join in that 
statement. 

Mr. MURDOCK. I thank the Senators 
very much for what they have said. 

Mr. DANAHER. Mr. President-
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 

Senator from Utah yield to the Senator 
from Connecticut? 

Mr. MURDOCK. I yield. 
Mr. DANAHER. A few minutes since 

the Senator was reading from volume 2 
of Hinds Precedents, at page 859. I do 
not think it is sufficient merely to refer 
to the committee report. Hinds, in re
cording the case, specifically points out 
that a question was taken on the motion 
to expunge the following words: 

They think that in a case of this kind no 
person can be held to answer for an infamous 
crime unless on a presentment or indictment 
of a grand jury, and that in all such prosecu
tions the accused ought to be tried by an 
impartial jury of the State and district where-

. in the crime shall have been committed. If 
in the present case the party has been guilty 
in the manner suggested, no reason has been 
alleged why he has not long since been tried 
in the State and district where he committed 
the offense. Until he is legally convicted, the 
principles of the Constitution and of the 
common law concur in presuming that he is 
innocent. 

Mr. President, the motion to expunge 
that language was expressly made the 
subject of a vote, and it failed to carry. 

If the Senator will bear with me fur
ther, I should like to tell him that the 
old volume I hold in my hand, one of the 
treasures of my own law library, pub
lished in 1795 by a man named Zephaniah 
Swift, who served in the Congress of the 
United States as a Federalist from 1793 
to 1797, was the first law text written 
and published in the United States. It 
was entitled "A 

1 
System of the Laws of 
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the State of Connecticut." It was writ- Mr. President, in the absence of any ex
ten under the patronage system which elusion at common law-and there was 
then prevailed. George Washington none except for treason and high felony, 
headed the list of subscribers and dis- in the ab~ence of exclusion eo nomine, by 
tingui_shed patrons; in fact, he ordered the statute itself-and there was none 
two. sets of the work. except insofar as disqualifications were 

Zephaniah Swift went on to become stated in the Constitution.:_it followed 
secretary to Oliver Ellsworth in his mis- that no power to exclude wo-uld lie. 
sian to France; he later became a judge It seems to me that the contempora
of the superior court, and, finally, chief neous opinion and judgment of a man of 
justice of the State of Connecticut. He such eminent learning and qualities as 
was unquestionably one of the most fa- Mr. Justice Swift has bearing in relation 
mous of the early American lawyers, a to Hinds' Precedents, which gives the 
man who ranked among the greatest the · language quoted by the Senator from 
Nation has ever produced, a man whose Utah an extraordinary character. I feel 
work-Swift's Digest-even yet is re- . that it is a view which is entitletl to very 
peatedly cited as precedent by the su- . great .weight and respect . . 
preme Judicial . Court of Errors of the I have ask-ed the indulgence of. the 
State of Connecticut, and relied upon by Senator from. Utah to permit this inter
lawyers. ruption at this point merely iri_ order that 

He discussed the theory of government, the context and the record itself might 
with particular _attention to the theory unite these two lines of thought, the one 

· underlying the formation of the United · presented by Hinds, to which I previously 
States of America and the relationship referred, and the other j~st quoted, be
of the State governments; and, among fore . the Senator became engrossed in his 
other details, Mr. Justice swift wrote discussion of the factS of the case. 
specifically on t:ne qualifications of per- Since the Senator has yielded to me 
sons to be elected members of the legis- thus far, I ask his forbearance while I 
lature. He is using· the term "legisla- _make one further observation. 

· ture" in.the abstract sense, and applying Mr. MUROOCK. I yield. 
it to the Congress as well as to the State ' Mr. DANAHER. Since 1638 when at 

. legislatures. Hartford the colonists compiled the first 
1 should recall further that this· val- written constitution the world had seen 

· . ume was in the process of its construe- and from ·1662,' when the Colony of Can
tlon and compilation only 5 years after necticut, ·uporr petition from its own citi
the incepti-on ·of · our -own United States ' zens, gained its charter from King Char
of America. It was written ·at a time · les, 'until' 1818·, there was ·no· other consti
when this man as a· Federalist was· a . tution in the State of Connecticut. 
Member of .the House of -Representatives: In 1776, when news of the Declaration 
a companion body of the congress. . He . of Independence reached Connecticut, tts 
said: . · it happened our general court, as ·the 

Every · freeman- · legislature -was called, · was in session. 
· Word <;>f the Declaration -was ·brought to 

In Conne~ti~ut at that time there was . . the general court, and· its<membersbip I 

the status of ~"freemen~· - as distingUiShed :· did no more ·pertaining to-existing stat
from· other types of citizens- utes and writs than to strike out refer-

Every freeman is eligible of common right, ences. to tpe_ authority of His ·Majesty, 
. excepting those . who hold certain offices: . King 9eorge, and to insert, "By authority 
_ which __ are deemed incompatible with seats in o{ the State of Connecticut." 
_the_ le~islature, and ·have- been· expr~ssly e~- - Its constitution was sufficient for those 
eluded by statute. These are judges of the purposes, as sovereignty was I inherent 

' superior court, and. those officers under Con- in the people. It persisted -until 1818. 
· gress, who are · excluded from seats in the 
Legislature· of.· the United' states. No statute Under what circumstances, let me ask 

,- has pointed out a crime . which ·disqualifies . anyone to suggest, is it . to be supposed 
a freeman t.o . be elected . 1-nto eitheJ: branch that. a man was elected, or ·was eligible 
of the legislature. No statute authorizes' the for election, either to the House of Rep- ' 
e:!{pulsion of a representative who is a free- resentatives in the Congress, or to -the 
man. if he ~e not unduly elected. . Senate of the United States, between the 

It will be recalled, let me interpolate, years 1789 a'nd 1818? By whose test, by 
· that the question -of alleged irregularity what qualifications, by what standards, 
in the election of the candidate whose was a . candidate selected from th~ State 
case is before us has been expressly ruled of Connecticut to this honorable body? 
out. · Obviously by qualifications ascertained 

Mr. MURDOCK. The Senator is cor- and fixed and agreed upon under and in 
rect. consonance with the law of the State of 

Mr. DANAHER. I continue reading Connecticut; not by any law emanating 
from Mr. Justice Swift: from the Congress of the United States 

The statute says that no person shall be to that State, but by virtue of the force 
accepted as a representative unless he be a and the subsistence and the power. and 
freeman. As the statute law stands, every the sovereignty of the State itself. 
freeman, however infamous, is eligible into So it was, let me say to the Senator 
the legislature. If we have recourse to the from Utah, that those taking part in the 
common law, we shall find that no crimes Gonsti.tutional Convention, in the dis
render a person ineligible but· high treason cussions which attended upon the draft
and felony. A house of representatives, being ing of our Federal Constitution, and ln 
only one branch of the legislature, can have 
no constitutional right to expel a member for the discussion back home concerning it, 
any act done previously to his election unless knew very well that they were not going 
he is disqualified by the common law or by to permit some great States like Virginia 
-statute. and New York, with their overshadow-

_ ing might and populations, to rule out 
.the Representatives, the duly elected Sen
ators, of the smaller States. After the 
Constitution provided certain disqualifi-

. cations, they expressly saved to them
selves an additional protection by re
quiring expulsion only on the basis of a 
two-thirds vote of the body questioning 
the right of a particular Member to con-

. tinue in the body when expulsion was 
under consideration. I have indicated 
why _they reserved that right, why we find 

-disqualifications, not qualifications, 
. stated in the Constitution. · 

Thus, Mr. Pre.sident, .when we fin'd in 
the first 10 amendments, particularly in 

. the ninth and tenth articles, that the 
~ powers, not expressly granted to the Fed
eral -Governm_ent by the Constitution 
were reserved to the people of the States, 
and to the States themselves, they were 
retaining· to themselves the power al-

-ready in existence of saying who were 
to be freemen of Connecticut, who were 
to be electors, an(i who were to be quali
fied to be officeholders in behalf of that 
State and in this body. · . . 

Mr. President, I respectfully submit 
that if we correlate .the views of Mr. Jus
tice Swift, with what .we know to be the 
provisions of the Constitution of the 
United States, the preceQ.ent cited by the 

.Senator from Utah becom~ a. shining 
·and _singular landmark for . our guidance 
in our consideration of the pending busi:-

. n~s~. . _ · _ , 
I thank the Senator from Utah for per

.mitting this trespass upon his time. 
Mr. MURDOCK. · Mr. President, I am 

.always glad to yield to the -Senator from 
Connecticut. I constantly 'marvel at t1ow 

· the Senator from Connecticut can find 
time to~gO:.into every important question 
which comes before this body as thor
uughiy as ·he does. Seldom & day passes 
.when he does not make a real contribu,. 

· tion to the Senate debates. So I am al
_ways:happy to y~e~d to hi:Jn. I hope every 
Senator will go into the _qu~stion pending 

· before us as diligently as the Senator 
from Conecticut has gone into it. · · 
. Mr. President, I am now remipded, in 

bringing my legal argument· to a close, · 
of the Wilkes case, wllich arose before 
the 'adoption-of the Constitution. Who 
·.was John Wilkes? He was a kind o·f 
. rascal in England, a man who believed. 
in freedom of spee.ch, a man who even 
thought he had a right to criticize the 
King, or any minister of the Government, 
a man who stood for freedom and liberty 
of the people on all occasions, but his 
morality was in question. He was no 
moralist. He did not claim to be. He was 
referred to as a kind of a rascal, but he 
stood for one thing,. and that was the 
liberty and the freedom of the people, 
and especially the freedom of the people 
to elect their representatives to the Par
liament. He was challenged on that 
point by King George III. The King's 
mother said to him, "George, be a King," 
and he began almost immediately on his 
accession to the throne to do-what? To 
challenge .the right of the people of Eng
land to send representatives of their 

· choice to the Parliament. 
· John Wilkes was elected to Parliament, 
but was accused of using libelous_ lan-
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guage against the King and the ministers 
and was · expelled from Parliament. He 
was then prosecuted and sentenced to a 
term 'in prison; but even while serving 
the term in prison we find him still writ
ing, still printing, still espousing, and still 
sponsoring the rights of the people to 
send representatives of their choice to the 
Parliament. Even jail did not stop his 
pen. ·Again he was elected by the people 
of Middlesex as their representative in 
the House of Commons, and again he 
was expelled. He was elected a third 
time, and then the resolution of exclusion 
stated that he was not qualified to come 
back. Did he quit? No; ne went .back to 
the electorate again, and for the fourth 
time John Wilkes was sent to Parliament 
as the choice of the people of Middle~ex. 

Mr. Preside:at, what was happening. in 
the American Colonies at the time? The 
little colony of South Carolina, knowing 
what John Wiikes was doing in the 
espousal of the cause of freedom and 
liberty, sent 1,500 pounds to England to 
John Wilkes to further his efforts. Why 
should South Carolina send money to 
England to · a . member of Parliament? 
Because the people of South Carolina 
knew of the-tyranny of George Ill, and 
they thought, 'and rightly so, that John 
Wilkes was fighting the cause of democ
racy and liberty over there; so they made 
a contribution to him in the same -spirit, 
and- with the same theory underlying 
their action as that und~rlying ·our action 
when ·· we ·passed ·the lEmd-lease-· measure 
providing: for sending the wealth of thfs · 
Nation to other nations-for what pur
pose? In order to save freedom and lib
erty aniong ·the inhabitants of~ the -whole 
earth. · They gave support to Wilkes for 
the same reason that we have joined the 
cause of England today. · -

In Pennsylvania is the city of "Wilkes.:. 
Barre: · That city was .named for-whom? 
It w·as named -for John. ·Wil.ke~ and Col. 
Isaac Barre, who · stood .. for the -rightS of 
'nien in the· debate · which took : place in 
the Parliament. Tne· King· won ;several 
victories, but each time he won a victory 
the :people. won ' a greater one. · Finally, 
the resolutions . providing . for expell{ng 
'john Wilkes· were expunged · from the 
record;· l.na· George Grenyille, who at the 
time of Wilkes' first or second· expulsion. 
was against him, finally took the floor in 
hiS behalf..:....why? Because Wilkes was 
right. · 

Mr. President, Wilkes was not a moral
ist. As I have said, he was 'referred to 
as a rascal. I ·wish to read, however; the 
words of James Beck, one of the greatest 
constitutional lawyers this country ever 
had, as set forth in his little volume, The 
Vanishing Rights of the States, on page 
41: 

The Middlesex election was the great con
stitutional landmark of . the eighteenth cen
tury. It determined for all time the right 
of Englishmen to be represented iri Parlia
ment by members of their own choice, for 
no king or minister has ever since dared 
to ~hallenge that right. It also had a far
reaching_ effect in parliamentary reform in 
England, and, what is more important to 
Americans, it showed them the futility of 
expecting liberty from the government of 
George III. It nerved them for the lo~g . 
struggle, which led through Brandywine, Val
ley Forge, and Yorktown to the Constitu-

LXX.XVIII--166 

tiona! Convention of 1787, where 'the right 
of electors to be represented by persons of 
their choice was, as it was thought, inde
structibly written into the charter of our 
Government. 

Yet today, Mr. President, when we are 
spending billions of dollars, and sending 
of the manhood of America even to for
eign soil to preserve and to perpetuate the 
very principles for which John Wilkes 
fought, here we are in the Senate of the 
United States challenging a man whom 
we seated a year ago, and who was dUly 
elected by the great sovereign State of 
North Dakota. What an anomaly; what 
an inconsistency. Wilkes thought he 
had settled this ·question away back be
fore our Constitution was adopted. Yet 
we flnd ·senators today on this floor who 
still tell us that we are more competent, 
and that we have more right under the · 
Constitution, to pass on the moral 
qualifications of a Senator, .than do the 
people of his own State. 
· Mr. · President, is it too much to ask 
that the people_of.North I)akota, the peo
ple of New York, the people of Texas, 
and the people of California, be allowed 
to pass on the moral and intellectmil 
qualifications of their representatives in 
Congress? Is that asking too much? Do 
Senators want to say with all self-right
eousness and piety, that the people of 
our respective States, with wbom we have 
lived,' do not know enough ·about us to 
pass upon our moral and intellectual 
attributes when sending us to the Senate? 

Some Senators ·have said that when we 
come her-e we are United States Senators. 
How true that ·is; but, Mr.·President, my 
.answer to that is that until a person is 
:elected to the Senate of the United States 
'he belongs to his State; he belongs to the 
people with whom he has lived and who 
know him. Of -course, after his election, 
when he comes here, takes the oath of 
office, and becomes a Member of the 
.United States Senate·, then. he belongs to 
the Nation, and, under the ·expulsion 
clause . of the Constitution, if: he mis·· 
·behaves, if he does not conduct himself 
with decorum and with dignity, then fie 
can be expelled and sent back whence 
he eame. · 

Mr. SMATHERS . . Mr. President-
The PRESIDING OFFICER <Mr. TuN

NELL in the chair). · Does the Senator 
from Utah yield to the Senator from New 
Jersey? 

Mr. MURDOCK. I yield. 
· Mr. SMATHERS. By what majority 
did Senator LANGER win the · senatorial · 
election -in North Dakota? 

Mr. MURDOCK. I am unable to give 
the Senator the figures. However, as I 
understand, it was a three-man race in 
the State of North Dakot·a. If I am not 
correct the Senator from North Dakota 
will correct me, but in a three-man race 
a majority of all the votes cast is not 
necessary; only a plurality among the 
three candidates is necessary. 

Mr. SMATHERS. Was any contest 
filed in North Dakota challenging Senator 
LANGER's election? 

Mr. MURDOCK. None whatever was 
filed. The distinguished majority mem~ , 
bers of the committee in their report 
state there is nothing to the charges con
cerning the election, and they were 

thrown out and disregarded. The only 
thing we have before us, according to 
them, is the' question whether we have 

·the right tQ superadd qualifications 
which exist in our own consciences and 
then expect the people of North Dakota 
to anticipate what qualifications we shall 
determine to be necessary, and to elect a 
Senator who will meet those qualifica
tions, though none of the electors know 

·what the qualifications are. · 
Mr. WHITE: Mr. President, will the 

Senator yield? 
Mr. MURDOCK. ! ·yield. 
Mr. WHITE. Am I correct in my 

recollection that. the petition originally 
flied with the committee contained four 
charges with respect to the legality of 
the ·election and that each and all of the 
four charges were eliminated by the 
action of the committee? 

Mr. MURDOCK. I do not claim to be 
accurate · in agreeing with the Se-nator 
that there were four specific charges, but 
the Senator is entirely correct in saying 
that the charges in ·question were all 
thrown overboard; . they were discarded; 
they were cast out. 
- Mr. WHITE. Were they not dis
carded because, as the committee said; 
there was no evidence to sustain .them? 

Mr. MURDOCK. That is correct. We 
find some . refel'ence to the election 
charges in the report. It was held that 
there was not sufficient evidence to sus
tain such charges. .Whether there was 
sufficient evidence, or whether ·there was 
none, the charges were thrown out a·nd 
are not before the Senate. · 
, Mr. SMATHERS; The point on which. 
I am asking information is that there 
was no contest in North Dakota on the 
question of whether Senator LANGER 
properly won the-election? · 
· Mr. MURDOCK, - That is correct. -

Mr. President,· I wish to conclude my 
legal argument with a final statement 'on 
this fmportant question; · If· .. we· have··a 
right in this body-which ·I ' absolutely 
and sincerely deny-to impose moral and 
intellectual qualifications; then·, in fair
ness to the people of my State and your 
State, we· should write down such· quali
·flcations so that the .people will kno'W 
what type of man we will accept: What 
could be fairer than 4;hat? If we do not 
have confidence· in the knowledge of the · 

. people concerning thr-candidates, arid if 
we have no confidence in the .ability of 
the people to sehd proper men to the 
Senate, then, in the name of fairn~ss, I 
ask: Is it not incumberit ·upon us to -write 
down the qualifications which a man 
should possess before he presents him
self at the bar_of the Senate? From the 
standpoint of fairness, I do not believe 
that anyone can say that that is not ·a 
cor.rect principle. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield to me for the purpose of 
suggesting the absence of a ql!Orum? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Utah yield for that pur
pose? 

Mr. MURDOCK. I yield for that pur-
pose. · 
. Mr. WHITE. I suggest the absence of 
a quorum. 

The . PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
cler~ will ca~l the roll. 
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The Chief Clerk called the roll, and 
the following Senators answered to their 
names: 
Aiken 
Austin 
Bailey . 
Bankhead 
Barbour 
Barkley 
Bilbo 
Bone 
Brewster 
Brooks 
Brown 
Bulow 
Burton 
Butler 
Byrd 
Capper 
Caraway 
Chandler 
Chavez 
Clark, Idaho 
Clark, Mo. 
Connally 
Danaher 
Davis 
Doxey 
Ellender 
George 

Gerry 
Gillette 
Glass 
Guffey 
Gurney 
Hayden 
Herring 
Hiil 
Holman 
Hughes 
Johnson, Calif. 
Johnson, Colo. 
La Follette 
Langer 
Lee 
Lucas 
McCarran 
McKellar 
McNary 
Maloney 
M!lybank 
Mead 
Millikin 
Murdock 
Murray 
Nye 
O'Daniel 

Overton 
Pepper 
Radcliffe 
Reed 
Reynolds 
Rosier 
Russell 
Schwartz 
Shipstead 
Smathers 
Smith 
Spencer 
Stewart 
Taft 
Thomas, Idaho 
Thomas, Okla. 
Thomas, Utah 
Truman 
Tunnell 
Tydings 
Vandenberg 
Van Nuys 
Walsh 
Wheeler 
White 
Willis 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Eighty 
Senators have answered to their names. 
A quorum is present. 

Mr MURDOCK. Mr. President, as to 
the facts in· the matter before us, I be
lieve the Senate is not interested in hav
ing me cover every one of the charges 
which were covered by the Senator from 
Illinois [Mr. LucAS]; I believe it would 
serve no good purpose for me to do so; 
and, while I am perfectly willing to go 
over each and every charge, if Senators 
so desire, I am quite satisfied they do not. 
In arriving at my conclusion in this mat
ter, Mr. President, since the termination 
of the hearings, due to my study of the 
law, I have been so confident of the posi
tion I take under the Constitution and 
the precedents of the Senate, that it is 
not necessary, so far as I am concerned, 
in order to determine how I shall vote, to 
go into the facts. Due, however, to the 
fact that I did rather religiously attend 
the hearings, and due to the fact that I 
have studied them since, I thought that 
the Senate was entitled at least to have 
my opinion, if it wanted it, as to the 
facts. I intend to discuss at least at some 
length the matters with reference to the 
employment of Mr. Leedom and Gale 
Wyman in connection with the criminal 
proceedings against Senator LANGER in
North Dakota. 

First, however, I desire to call the at
tention of the Senate to one matter which 
I think should have their attention before 
we pass on, and that is with reference to 
the report submitted by the subcommittee 
of the Committee on Privileges and Elec
tions. 

On page 6 thereof we find this state
ment: 

That during the time respondent served as 
Governor of the State of North Dakota, he 
accepted the sum of, to wit, $4,000 for a 
pardon, which is of record in the State court' 
of North Ililkota, in a suit brought by the 
convict's mother to recover the sum so paid, 
which suit was settled and dismissed when 
thP. convict was forced, by threats of bodily 
harm, to persuade his mother to withdraw 
said suit. 

There is a clean-cut charge, Mr. Presi
dent, that Senator LANGER, while he was 
Governor of North Dakota, accepted a 
$4,000 bribe for issuing a pardon to a 

convict in the State penitentiary, and 
in the charge it is said that it is a matter 
of record in the State court of North 
Dakota. 

I do not desire to be critical at all of 
the subcommittee that published this 
report; this charge was contained in 
those filed against Governor LANGER; but 
I think that, in fairness to Senator LAN
GER, he was entitled to a definite state
ment not only by the subcommittee of the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections, 
but by the entire committee itself, not 
only declaring the absurdity and falsity 
of that charge but condemning those who 
made it. 

But that was not done, so that anyone 
picking up the report and reading on 
page 6 would have the right to conclude 
that those who made the charge, at least 
had gone to the records of the State court 
of North Dakota, which are open to the 
public, and ascertained the facts of the 
case. 

We finally find in the subcommittee re
port, turning to page 74, this statement 
being made: 

Your subcommittee has carefully examined 
the charges in subhead E of count II, and finds 
that the evidence purporting to sustain said 
charge should be submitted to the commit
tee; a resume of said testimony pertaining 
to said charge being herewith incorporated 
and madE! a part of this confidential report. 

It is alleged by the petitioners on page 5 
of the amended petition as follows: 

Then the charge which is found on 
page 6 under E is restated, and the sub
commit_tee has this to say in answer to 
this charge of the complaint. 

In answer to this charge in the complaint, 
respondent answers that the charges are too 
vague, uncertain, general, and wholly insuffi
cient. Further answering, respondent gen
erally denies the charges. 

This charge refers to an instance in which 
Mr. LANGER is alleged to have solicited and 
collected a fee of $2,000 for his services as 
an attorney to secure. the release of Floyd 
Johnson, an inmate in the State peniten
tiary, at Bismarck, N. Dak., serving a life 
sentence for murder in the first degree, from 
Esther Johnson, the mother of Floyd John
son. It is alleged that Mr. LANGER did little 
or nothing to earn the fee paid him. There
upon, Mrs. Johnson filed suit to secure the 
return of the fee, which suit she was forced to 
dismiss by coercion and intimidation in fear 
for her son's welfare. 

So we find a charge originally stated 
as the acceptance of a $4,000 bribe paid 
to Mr. LANGER while he was Governor for 
a pardon, is changed to the acceptance 
of a $2,000 fee for service rendered as an 
attorney prior to the time he became 
Governor. The record bears out-and 
there is no member of the committee who 
will deny it-that a suit was brought by 
Floyd Johnson's mother against Senator 
LANGER; that Senator LANGER refused to 
take the oath of Governor until the suit 
had been settled; that the suit was 
settled, and the mother of Floyd Johnson 
came in and stated to the court that the 
suit never should have been brought, and 
it was dismissed. Senator LANGER asked 
to be allowed to go on the stand and 
submit his evidence in the matter, but 
the court refused to allow him to do so, 
notwithstanding his request. I point 
that out as showing how far the enemies 
of Senator LANGER have gone in the effort 

in order to unseat him as Senator when 
they could not defeat him in an election 
in North Dakota. 

Mr. ELLENDER. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield at that point with ref
erence to the Johnson case? 

Mr. MURDOCK. I yield. 
Mr. ELLENDER. As I recall, the at

torney who was employed to prosecute 
the case for Mrs. Johnson turned out to 
be a politician on the other side, who was 
paid by some newspaper owner to bring 
the suit for :Mrs. Johnson in North 
Dakota. 

Mr. MURDOCK. My conclusion from 
the record is that the suit was largely 
brought at the instance of a newspaper 
opposing Senator LANGER. The reason, 
however, I refer to it, Mr. President, is to 
show how far the enemies of a man in 
politics will go to ruin him and blacken 
his name. They charge him with the 
acceptance of a $4,000 bribe as Governor, 
and say that the record can be found in 
a State court, but it turns out to. be the 
acceptance of a $2,000 fee in a suit as 
attorney before he ever became Governor, 
and the suit was dismissed at the instance 
of the plainti:fi. 

Mr. ELLENDER. Mr. President, will 
the Senator further yield? 

Mr. MURDOCK. I yield. 
Mr. ELLENDER. I am sure that the 

Senator has heard most of the evidence, 
and I feel confident that he has. also read 
most of it. 

Can the Senator point to · one single, 
solitary case brought against Senator 
LANGER in which he was not either ac
quitted, or otherwise vindicated? 

Mr. MURDOCK. I think the record 
pears out the statement that in every 
case brought against Senator LANGER in 
the State of North Dakota he won the 
decision. 

Mr. ELLENDER. That is correct. 
Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. President, as to 

the charge that Governor LANGER ac
cepted a bribe for a pardon, I wish to 
make one further observation. I think 
the record will also disclose that the suit 
was brought against Senator LANGER 
about seven days ·before his election as 
Governor, indicating that some political 
influence might have been-used in order 
to have the suit initiated. 

r lming now to the employment of 
Ga1e Wyman and Chet Leedom, what are 
the facts? We find Governor LANGER 
occupying the chief executive's chair in 
the State Capital of North Dakota, Bis
marck, duly elected, and charged in a 
Federal indictment with interfering with 
and obstructing the administration of a 
Federal statute. It was set out in the 
indictment that he had conspired with 
others to collect certain amounts from 
employees, both State and Federal. The 
amount collected, especially from any 
Federal employees, was ~ather negligible, 
but, notwithstanding that fact, the in
dictment was brought against him, and, 
with four or five other defendants, he 
was faced with the charge of conspiracy. 

The case was submitted to the jury 
after several days' trial, and the jury 
brought in a verdict of guilty against the 
respondent and the others charged in 
the indictment with conspiracy. After 
the conviction, Senator LANGER, who was 
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then Governor, as I understand, filed a 
motion for a new trial, which was denied. 
Sentence was imposed, a term in the 
penitentiary and a fine, i believe. Am 
I right about that? 

Mr. LANGER. Eighteen months in 
the penitentiary, and a fine of. $10,000. 

Mr. MURDOCK. He . was sentenced 
to serve 18 months in the penitentiary 
and to pay a fine of $10,000. From .that 
sentence he appealed to the Federal Cir
cuit Court. of Appeals for the Eighth 
Circuit. 

While the case was pending .on appeal, I 
.the. Lieutenant Governor- of North . Da
kota brought an ouster action before the ' 
Supreme Court of North Dakota to oust 
Governor LANGER from the governorship. 
Of course, on the. ouster of Governor 
LANGER, the Lieutenant Governor WOUld 
become the Governor. · 

I do not believe there is another State 
in the Union where· · politics has been 
·more intense, more enthusiastically 
fought out, than in the State of North 
Dakota. ·There are not only a Republican 
Party and a Democratic Party in that 
State but there is a Nonpartisan League, 
and the Nonpartisan : League, as I un-· 
derstand, is considered· a very progres- · 
sive political party, which · has ~ br.ought 1 

about many so-called progressive tefoFms · 
in the State of North Dakota, o·ne of ! 

which was the creation and establish
ment of a State bank, another the crea
tion and establishment, for the benefit 
of the . farmers of North Dakota, ·of a 
State mill and elevator. 

The record discloses· without any ques
tion that during the first trial, in which 
Senator LANGER was convicted of con
spiracy, the jury was being tampered 
with, that the jurors were allowed to read 
newspapers containing rather disparag
ing and derogatory articles against the 
defendants. In that case, as I recall, 
·both the United States marshal and the 
clerk of the court were found tampering 
with the jury to some extent. I think 
that fact was brought to the attention 
of the judge, Judge Andrew Miller. 

After Governor LANGER was ousted by 
the supreme court of the State, a deci
sion was handed down by the Federal 
circuit court of appeals before which was 
pending the appeal fro:m the conviction 
on the conspiracy charge, and the Fed
eral court held that t-he evidence in the 
conspiracy case was insufficient to justify 
a conviction. That was the ground of 
reversal, that there was not sufficient 
evidence to justify the conviction in the 
trial court. But the conviction in the 
trial court had resUlted in the ouster of 
Governor LANGER from the highest office 
in his State. that of Governor, and it ' 
resulted in a sentence that Senator i 
LANGER should pay a fine of $10,000 and 
serve a sentence in the Federal peniten
tiary of 18 months. WHI any Senator 
rise on this floor and say that under those 
circumstances Senator LANGER was not 
justifizd in being apprehensive of a retrial 
of that case~ Here was a man ousted 
from the office of Governor, to which 
office he had been duly elected, and sen
tenced to serve for 18 months in the 
Federal penitentiary and to pay a fine 

-of $10,000. Is there a Senator here to
day who, under such circumstances, 

would not have been apprehensive of a · 
retrial of the case, especially in view of 
the fact that there was evidence that the 
jury had beeri tampered with? · 

Mr. ELLENDER. Mr. ·President, will 
the Senator yield for one observation 
at that point? 

Mr. MURDOCK. I yield. 
Mr. ELLENDER. The record also 

shows, in connection with the jury tam
pering, that although the State Senate 
of North Dakota was~ against Senator 
LANGER-I.do .notk.ilow what the condition 
:was in the lower House-because of the 
..jury tampering the Legislature of North · 
Dak.ota adopted a resolution memorial,.. 
izirig Congress to change the ·method of 
appointing jurors and the manner of 
. their selection by the court. All of which 
goes to show that there must have. been 

·$Ome . evidence to show ju:ry . tampering 
-and ample justification on the part of the 
attorneys of. Senator LANGER to protect 
their client at the next · trial against a 
repetition · of such tactics by his enemies. 

Mr, MURDOCK. I' think t:Pat is cor
rect. 

Mr. President, we now. come to . the 
retr-ial of the conspiracy case. After 
·Senator LANGER's reputation 'had been 
.blasted, after he had suffered the disgrace i 
of a Federal court conviction, after--he had 1 
-been. sentenced . to prison a;ncL to .pay a ; 
large fine, . he was .again confronted with ' 
the retrial of the case. His liberty and , 
hiS whole .life-were at stake in that. case. 
Some persons in North Dakota .were inter- . 
.ested in Senator LANGER, and one of them 
happened to- be P very distinguished 
Member of the House of Representatives, 
Hon. USHER BURDICK, with Wl''Jm I had 
the pleasure and honor· of serving for 

. about six years in the House, and I chal
·lenge anyone in the Senate or anywhere 
·else to say anything against UsHER BuR
DICK. As I recall the evidence UsHER 
BURDICK had shortly before that time · 

·been an assistant United States attorney, . 
and he called on his friend, Governor ' 
LAN.GER, who had been ousted after having 
been convicted on the conspiracy charge. 
The advice of UsHER BuRDICK to Governor 
LANGER was, first, to get a lawyer with 
courage to stand up in court and see that 
his rights were secured. After he gave 
him that advice he recommended some 
attorney to him, and if I am not mistaken 
the attorney was Francis Murphy, and 
certainly any Senator who observed Fran
cis Murphy before the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections can not help 
but agree that USHER BURDICK gave Gov
ernor. LANGER good advice wben he told 
him to get Francis Murphy to defend him. 
Francis Murphy is a great lawyer, and in 
my opinion is absolutely honorable, eth
ical, and highly intelligent. 

Then Representative BuRDICK, an ex:. 
United States district attorney, advised 
Governor LANGER to do something else, 
which was to hire someone to watch the 
next jury, to be there and see that the 
clerk of the court and the United States 
marshal did no jury tampering in the 
next trial. Senator LANGER was also 
confronted with the fact, as the record 

. shows, that he was unable in the first 

. trial to obtain a list of the jurors until 
the (lay the case was called for trial. If 
I am wrong in making that statement 1 

trust some member of the committee wiH 
call the error to my attention. Governor 
·LANGER was confronted with the fact toot 
he could not obtain a list of the jurors in 
the first case, and had to go to trial with~ 
out the opportunity of finding out any
thing about them until the opening day 
of the trial. I think it is common prac
tice in the Federal courts to allow at
torneys ·to know who are on the jury 
lists, at ·least a f.ew days prior to the · 
time of the trial. Governor LANGER was 
.advised by USHER L. BURDICK, now a 
Member of Congress, in the manner I 
have stated, and after ·learning· that 
Judge Wyman, of South Dakota~ would 
·try the next case, a man by the name of 
James Mulloy, a close friend at that time · 
.of Senator LANGER, a -man who· had had. 
I think, s_everal -favors conferred upon 
him in the way of appointments by Sen
ator LANGER, Governor LANGER · at that 
time, went to South Dakota to contact a 
man by the name of Chet Leedom, for
mer United _States-marshal in·South Da
kota, and a map reputed to be a friend 
of Judge Wyman, or at least on friendly 
terms with him, to see if he could .come 
up to North Dakota and keep his eye on 
the activities of the .United States mar
.shal-a:rid the .clerk-· of the .court, .. or any 
-other persons ' who might a-ttempt to 
tamper.·with ·the next jury. . selected. to 
-tcy. Governor LANGER. 

Some ··Persons may criticize and con
-demn. that type of-thing, but it was stated 
here the other· day by the Senator from 
Montana EMr. WHEELER] that when he 
was a United States district attorney he 
knew of but few cases in which that was 
not done. The fact Is that Leedom did 
go to North Dakota with Jimmy Mulloy. 
While Leedom was there he did consid
erable drinking, considerable talking, 
but he did keep his eye on the United 
States marshal and on either the clerk 
or the deputy clerk handling the case, 
as attendants of the court, and found 
out that there was another attempt to 
tamper with the jury. It was reported to 
one of the attorneys for Senator LANGER 
and he brought it to the attention of the 
court, and Judge. Wyman called it to the 
attention of the United States marshal 
and admonished him that such things 
must not happen again. So it seems 
that, in order to get a fair or impartial 
trial in that case, it was necessary for 
Senator LANGER, for his own protection, 
to -have someone watch the clerk and 
the marshal. 

The trial of the case was completed. 
The jury ·disagreed. Exactly the same 

_evidence was presented at the second 
trial as was presented -at the first. Not 
one additional scintilla of evidence was 
offered-against Senator LANGEtt. No new 
witnesses were called, but the same evi
dence was submitted which the Circuit 
Court of Appeals had said was insuffi
cient. What I cannot -understand is why 
Senator LANGER was not ·entitled to a 
directed verdict by the judge trying the 
case. Certainly the judge knew that the 
witnesses were the same and the evidence 
was identical to that in the first case. 
Certainly it was called to his attention 
that the Circuit Court of· Appeals had 
held that evidence insufficient, and had 
reversed the case. But the court did not 
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give an instructed verdir.t. The case was 
submitted -to the jury, which disagreed, 
making it necessary for Senator LANGER 
to be tried again, the third time on the 
conspiracy charge. · · 

Before going to trial in the second 
conspiracy case, Governor LANGER, know
ing the bias and prejudice of Judge An
drew Miller against him and his code
fendants, filed an affidavit of prejudice 

· against Judge Andrew Miller to disqual
ify him from trying the second con
spiracy case. I think the record dis
closes without any question that Judge 
Andrew Miller was prejudiced. He even 
wrote the presiding judge of the circuit 
court that he might be prejudiced. As I 
understand the record, he had never be
fore had to stand aside in a trial by rea
son of bias or prejudice, and he was a 
little touchy on that point, and did not 
want to have to disqualify himself by 
writing a letter to that effect to the 
presiding judge. He was asked by the 
attorney ·for Mr. LANGER to step aside, 
but he did not do so. 

Senator LANGER, then the ousted Gov
ernor of North Dakota, in order to dis
qualify Judge Miller, had to file an affi
davit of prejudice, which he did. Pred
icated on the affidavit of prejudice, .Judge 
Andrew Miller caused to be flied against 
the defendant and the other signers of 
the affidavit a charge of perjury, and 
Senator LANGER was indicted on a perjury 
charge at the instance of the judge who 
tried him in the first trial. 

During the trial of the perjury charge 
Senator LANGER wanted. Leedom back 
again to watch the jury that was to try 
him in that case. His experience in the 
first conspiracy case and in the- second 
one had convinced him that there was 
tampering with the jury, ap.d he cor
rectly anticipated further tampering, or 
at least another attempt to tamper. 

Mr. Mulloy was sent to South Dakota 
to bring Leedom back. According to the 
record he found Leedom in such condi
tion that he could not bring him back. 
He called· Senator LANGER on the tele
phone and advised the Senator that 
Leedom was not in fit condition to return 
to North Dakota to attend the perjury 
trial. But in the telephone conversa
tion between Mulloy and Governor 
LANGER, after apprising Senator LANGER 
of' the fact that Leedom could not come, 
Mulloy advised him that he could bring 
"another fellow." It seems that quite a 
bit hangs on the question whether Mulloy 

· said "another -fellow" or "the other fel
low." It seems that that is very impor
tant in the case-whether in the tele
phone conversation between Mulloy and 
Senator LANGER, Mulloy described the man 
to whom he referred as "the other fellow" 
or "another fellow." I think the Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. MILLIKIN] saw the 
significance of the two phrases when he 
asked some questions the other day of the 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. LUCAS]., 

I suppose the question in which the 
Senate is interested is, Did Senator 
LANGER know that Jimmy Mulloy was go
ing to 'bring to the State of North Dakota 
Gale Wyman, the son of Judge Wyman? 
That seems to be the point of interest. 
Did S~mator LANGER know that Jimmy 
Mulloy was going to bring the son of 

Judge Wyman to North Dakota? What 
does the evidence show on that particular 
question? 

Mr. President, if Senator LANGER is 
unseated, he should be unseated on the · 
record-not by presumption, not by 
imagination, but by what the record it
self discloses. On this particular point 
.we have three witnesses. We . have 
Jimmy MulloY, Gale Wyman, and Sen
ator LANGER. 

Who is Jimmy Mulloy? Jimmy Mulloy 
is a Judas, a former friend of Governor 
LANGER, a man Who had received favors 
from Governor LANGER, but who, for some 
reason, some time later decided to do 
everything in his power to betray him 
and destroy him. He was not only a 
Judas, but a self-confessed criminal. 
During his examination the Senator from 
Illinois [Mr: LucAs] said to him, "Mr. 
Mulloy, being a self-confessed criminal, 
we have the right absolutely to disregard 
your evidence unless it is corroborated 
by some other witness entitled to belief." 
That was the statement by the Senator 
from Illinois to Jimmy Mulloy. 

The testimony of JimmY' ·Mulloy is, in 
substance, that Senator LANGER knew 
that Mulloy was bringing Gale Wyman. 
Senator LANGER's testimony is that he did 
not have any idea whom Jimmy Mulloy 
was going to bring; that in his conversa
tion with Jimmy Mulloy, Mulloy said, "I 
can bring another fellow." 

When Gale Wyman was on the stand 
before the committee, he corroborated 
Senator LANGER, and not Jimmy Mulloy. 
Gale Wyman's testimony on this point is 
found on page 116 of what has been 
veferred to as the Little Green Book. 
This testimony ·is not taken from the 
great hodge-podge of affidavits and the 
great volume of testimony .in the cloak
room. This testimony is found in the 

. Little Green Book. It was given by Gale 
Wyman on the witness stand before the 
co~mittee. Gale Wyman said, as . re
corded on page 116: 

Mr. WYMAN. I do not know what he

Speaking of _Leedom-
had to go back there for. I did not at that 
time. After this conversation with Jimmy-

Mean_ing Jimmy Mulloy-
and before he called BILL LANGER in my 
office; we had been discussing this kind of a 
situation, and he called Bill-

Meaning BILL LANGER~ 
from my office, he asked me whether he 
could, and I said "Yes," and he called him. 
He had a. very short conversation with him, 
stating to him it wa.s impossible for him to 
bring Chet back there, that he was in the 
hospital, a.nd that he was bringing ·another 
fellow. 

Mr. BURKE. Also a reporter for a farm news
paper? 

Mr. WYMAN. No, sir; he said he was bring
ing another fellow-

That was the second time he said it
and that is all he said, and I could not hear 
the Langer part of the conversation. After 
he had found out from Bill it was going to be 
all right to bring this other fellow. why, then, 
he told me, he says, "Well, you have got to go 
to North Dakota with me." 

I read from page 131 of the little g1een 
book. Mr. Burke, attorney for the peti
tioners against Senator LANGER, asked 
this question: 

Mr. BuRKE. There was no doubt 1n your 
mind, was there, that the party on the .other 
end of the line and the party talking in yuur 
presence were talking as if they undersfood 
who was meant- by "the other fellow"-that 
you were the other fellow? 

Mr. WYMAN. No; he did not say that. In 
his conversation with Mr. LANGER he said. "I 
will bring another fellow." 

That is Gale Wyman's testimony on 
that question. So all Senator LANGER 
heard from Jimmy Mulloy over the tele
phone was, "I can bring another fellow," 
or "I am bringing another fellow." 

On cross-examination Mr. Burke at
tempted to get him to say that Senator 
LANGER knew who was coming. At the 
top of page 131, in answer to that ques
tion, Gale Wyman said: 

No; he did not say that. In hiw conversa
tion with Mr. LANGER he said, "I will bring 
another fellow." 

On the question as ' to whether Sen
ator LANGER knew th~t it was Gale Wy
man who was coming with Jimmy Mulloy 
we have the statement of Gale Wyman, 
at least two or three times in the record, 
emphatically saying, "No! he did not say 
'the other fellow'; he did not say Gale 
Wyman, but he used the expression, 'an
other fellow.'" 

Senators can make their choice as to 
whether they will believe Jimmy Mulloy, 
who is uncorroborated, a self-confessed 
criminal and a Judas of the worst kind, 
to Senator LANGER, or whether they will 
believe the statement of Gale Wyman, 
corroborated by Senator LANGER in a 
number of places. 

M.r. President, I do not think it was 
proper for- Gale Wyman to go to North 
Dakota and neither do other · Senators; 
but I call attention to the fact that after 
he had arranged with Jimmy Mulloy to 
go there-as he said, not to do anything 
out of the way, not to do anything except 
to go there and .square Jimmy Mulloy 
with Senator LANGER, because, as Wyman 
said, Jimmy had gotten "in bad" with 
the Senator and needed somebody to 
straighten him out. Before he went he 
called his father, Judge Wyman, who was 
presiding at the trial. He told Judge 
Wyman that he was going there. 

The majority in their report condemn 
Senator LANGER in no uncertain terms 
for having Gale Wyman go to North 
Dakota, even with the record show1ng 
that Senator LANGER did not know who 
was- coming. There is · not one syllable 
or scintilla of criticism of Judge Wyman 
for not telling his son not to come, when 
the son called from South Dakota and 
told the judge that he was coming. I 
cannot see much distinction. If we are 
to criticize Senator LANGER, whose life, 
reputation, and very all are in the bal
ance, and who is on trial for having some
body watch a jury when he had had his 
experience with jury tampering, I can
not criticize him too severely without also 
criticizing someone else. To me such an 
attitude is not fair treatment. 

Mr. BONE. Mr. President, Will the 
Senator yield for a question which takes 
us off the beaten path of his presenta
tion? 

Mr. MURDOCK. I yield. 
Mr. BONE. I have not had the oppor

tunity to read the entire record in the 
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- green book, because there are several_ 
· hundred pages of rather fine print. 

Mr. MURDOCK. The Senator under
stands, does he not, that Senator LANGER 
is being tried not only on the basis of the 
green book, but also on the basis of the 
"grab bag" in the cloakroom or in the 

· hall-! d'o- not know where it is. One 
can reach in and pull out affidavits, pub

. lications, and statements which are not 
even · in the green book. 

Mr. BONE. I understand that some 
· of the matters were regarded as so ir
. relevant as not to be worthy of a place 

in the green book which was put on our 
· desks for our information. Because of 
that situation, obviously we must disre

- gard such matters, because, if they have 
· a part in this case, they are not before 
- the Senate. 

I am wondering if there is any evi
dence which has been produced for the 
Senate which indicates that Senator 
LANGER in his election to the Senate de
bauched and corrupte0 the election and 
the voters in the election, and secured his 
seat in the Senate by corruption of that 
sort. I ask that question because the 
Smith ·case has been referred to; and, of 

' course, in the mind of everyone who tries· 
to reach a conclusion in such a matter as 

; this there is a vast distinction between 
· a man who buys an election and a man 

whose persona] relations with someone 
- might be distasteful to . certain Members' 

of the Senate. . . . - ' 
In the remarks and the views of the 

minority, at page 50, I note a reference to 
a .statement made by Senator Voorhees, 
of Indiana, who was a; very able Senator, 
in discussing a case called the Roach 
case. Jte said, speaking of the Roach 
case....:_! do not desire to refer to it at any 
len~th: · 

If charges are made that a man used fraud, 
was guilty of corruption, bribery, or other 
improper · conduct before his legislature in 

' secu~ing ~is el~ction- . 

. I assume that it was a case in which the 
legislature elected the. Senator; of course, 
at that time it was the practice for the 

_ State legislatures to elect . Senator:s, and 
out of such practice corruption some
times grew-
the right to investigate-

The right considered in the pending 
case-
arises, because, if such charges are true, he 
has not been elected at all according to law, 
but according to fraud. 

Of course, as I view the problem which 
is before us, the situation is altogether 
different from that involved in the Smith 
case. I may not altogether like what 
Senator LANGER may have done in con
nection with some matters; but in the 
Smith case an election was obtained by 
the excessive use of money, as in the 
Newberry case; and of course, if seats in 
the Senate are to be "hocked" in a polit
ical campaign, the · Senate will no longer 
be a proper forum in which justice shall 
prevail; · but under such circumstances 
the Senate would present an intolerable 
picture to the people of the country, and 
such a situation would mean the death of 
our · system of representative ' govern-" 
ment. 

Another aspect of the matter has in
trigued me, and I · hope it will be dis- , 

. cussed further by other Senators. · Sen
ator LANGER was put on trial in the court, 
and was acquitted of the charges. He 
was again put on trial before the people, 
in the forum of public opinion. If there 
was discussion of those matters-and, 

.certainly, the avenues of opportunity are 
n~t closed to critics -of a man's. acts; I 
have never found it to be so in the north
western section of the country.......:then, 
obviously, the people who. went to the 
ballot box and who exercised the process 
of selection by the arbitrament of the 
ballot box, could pass judgment on Sen
ator LANGER and· could qualify him, for 
whatever that was worth. 

However, it seems that we ·have ·put 
him on trial for a third time, and he has 
been placed in jeopardy three times. 
Such a procedure is a rather novel .con
cept of the law; and, yet, I am not chal-

·lenging the right of the Senate to adopt 
it. I view it only as a rather novel as
pect of the case. I do not like to see a 
man tried three times; I think such con
troveries should .come to repose some
where along the line. What "sticks in 
my craw"-to use a Western expression-

- is the fact that people of North Dakota 
had discussed these matters. If Senator 
LANGER had spent a great deal of money, 
and if there had been the circumstances 
disclosed in the Smith case and the New-

, ber!Y . case-cases in. which an election: 
was debauched, but in which the man was 
.not made . the butt of criticism because 
of some personal ope~ations-the pend
ing case would present to my mind an' 
entirely different picture. 

I do not want to make an argument on 
this matter--

Mr. MURDOCK. The Senator is ·not. 
doing so at all. 
· Mr. BONE. But I desire to inquire of 

the able Senator from Utah, whose skill 
and ability and judgment I admire, as I 
admire the ability of the Senators who 
presented the other side of the case-and 
they have done a good job-if there is 
anything in the picture to indicate that. 
Senator· LANGER and his friends de-. 
bauched the election in North Dakota? 

Mr. MURDOCK; Absolutely nothing; 
and the majority of the committee are 
very frank in their statement that no 
such thing was charged. . In the original 
petition, as I recall, there were some alle
gations that there had bee·n irregularities 
in the election; but the subcommittee 
which was ·headed by the Senator from 
Illinois [Mr: LucAs] in the subcommittee 
report, states · that there is rio evidence, 
or at least not sufficient evidence, to war
rant the whole committee's going into 

· charges concerning the election. So they 
were thrown overbnard. 

Mr. BONE. Then we may, as a jury, 
in effect repel any inference or suggestion 
or thought that there was any debauch
ery or corruption in the election proceed
ings. Is that correct? . 

Mr. MURDOCK. Oh, yes; there is no 
question about it. 

Mr. BONE. I desire to get that point 
clear in my· mind . . I have not heard it 
discussed as yet, but !':think .that if ·such 
be the case, we should get the matter 

very clear in our minds, and should real
ize that what we are called upon to do 
is to pass judgment on· Senator LANGER's 
relations with human beings in North 
Dakota, · entirely apart from anything 
that challenges the validity of his 
election. 

Mr. MURDOCK. I thoroughly agree 
with · the Senator, and I should say that 
if there were any evidence in the record 
about the debauching of an election, I 
believe I should be one of the first Mem
bers of the Senate to rise and to say to 
'Senator LANGER, "No; you cannot come 
in the door of the Senate Chamber." 

The whole gist of my argument is that 
since there has been a fair election ac
cording to State laws, and since the man 
has been duly declared elected, and there 
is no question as to his constitutional 
qualifications, we have no right to refuse 
to permit him to take his seat in the 
Senate, and after he is seated we cannot 
unseat him except for misbehavior in the 
Senate, and then only by a two-thirds 
majority. 

Mr. BONE. May I impose again upon 
the Senator's .good nature? 

Mr. MURDOCK. Yes; I am always 
happy to yield to the Senator from Wash
ington. 

. Mr. BONE. There is another aspect of 
the problem which occurs to me and 
which in suggesting I presume I again 
part company with those who consider 
-the · strictly technical legal aspects of the 
case. There is certainly an odd facet of 
the ·case; an aspect of it about which a 
layman has asked me; Although the 
Members of the Senate who are lawyers 
probably will not find any complication 
in it, for they are accustomed to the oddi
ties of the law ·and are accustomed to 
dealing with legal a.'3sumptions and legal 
·fictions, nevertheless, we find the situa-

. tion to be · that if the Senate in its wis
dom should · determine that Senator 
LANGER has been guilty of some offense 
which is so obnoxious and so distasteful 

· and· repugnant from the view-point of an 
individual Senator that he would want to 
repel Senator LANGER and prevent him , 
from remaining a Member of the Senate, 

. yet if the offense were something that 
was not shocking to every Senator, but 
only to some, under the one theory pre
sented a bare majority of the Senate 
could send Senator LANGER away-51 
percent of the Senate voting "aye'! on 
that issue. 

The other day a layman said to me, 
"How is it that if Senator LANGER had 
been duly ·seated in the Senate, and no 
question had been raised, and he should 
be guilty of the heinous off-ense of mur- · 
der or treason, it would take two-thirds 
of your body to expel him, whereas for 
some infinitely lesser offense, something 
less challenging or less offensive to the 
good taste 9f a Member of- the Senate, 
only 50 percent of you are required to 
vote against him in order to oust him?" 

I said, "My dear sir, I have spent half 
.. my life in the courts, in trying lawsuits, 

but I have never tried to explain to ordi
nary . human beings the vagaries of the 
law." . 

I .have spent much time on both sides 
- of the triaLtable, as most . lawyers have 

done-now I am looking at the Senator 
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from Ulinois and the Senator from Loui
siana, who is smiling at me; and . they 
probably will agree with me-· -

Mr. OVERTON. I am smiling because 
I agree with the Senator. 

Mr. BONE. I am sure many Members 
of the Senate who have had much legal 
experience will agree with me that there 
is no accounting for many of the things 
that the law stands for. I have had 
many laymen ask me if I would explain 
to them some of the vagaries and ap
parent inconsistencies of the law; and in 
reply to their inquiries I have said that, 
in trying to determine what a jury may 
do-and I have heard some persons say 
that never can be determined-! have 
found some things too thick to swallow. 

Of course, it is well known that it is 
not uncommon for a lawyer representing 
a large company which is being sued, to 
have a rather thorough check made of 
the temperament and viewpoint of the 
prospective jurors. Such a lawyer wil~ 
want to know the temperament and at
titude of the prospective jurors-the 
members of the panel-and he will call 
some man and will say to him, "Will You 
check on John Doe and Richard Roe, in 
this panel, and see what sort of chaps 
they are, and what viewpoints they have? 
I am representing the X. Y. Z. Railroad 
Co., and I should like to find if any of 

""these fellows have any inherent prejudice 
against railroad companies, because we 
are being sued here by a fellow who claims 
to have suffered a broken leg, or a broken 
back, or a broken head, and we should 
like to find out whether these prospective 
jurors hate the railroad company." 

One does not have to hate a railroad. 
company to understand the necessity of 
a lawyer_ for a railroad company trying 
to find out what sort of jury he might 
prospectively h~ve to face. That jurors 
have been tampered with is too ominous 
and shady a part of the legal history of_ 
this country not to attract the attention 
of any lawyer who is capable of prac
ticing law. If there is a lawyer in this 
body who should come to me outside and 
honestly say, "I never heard of that kind 
of business," I should want to make a 
cautious inquiry of his practical experi
ence, because I know full well that almost 
aU lawyers have had such experiences. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield?, 

Mr. MURDOCK. I yield to the Sena
tor from Kentucky. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to en
ter into the discussion of that point, be
cause I think the Senator may have 
missed a point that was made the other 
day. It was not that a man may not look 
into the jury to find out what their prej
udices may be, unless he knows them, but 
that he does not hire somebody after 
a case has been submitted to jury to 
watch the jury and that he does not hire 
some man to fix the judge or fix the 
jury. I practiced law for more than 20 
years in my county, and I will say that 
in my memory I never heard of any 
charge being made that anybody ever 
hired any one else to fix the jury or to 
watch a jury or to fix a judge. In this 
case we have the suspicious circum
stance of a judge's son having been em
ployed by someone and paid by Senator 

LANGER and others to do something which 
is not explained to me. . 

Mr. MURDOCK. I think· the Senator 
should stay with the record. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will. 
Mr. MURDOCK. There is no evidence 

that anybody except Senator LANGER paid 
Gale Wyman a dollar. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Gale Wyman said 
he got the money. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Yes; through Sen 
ator LANGER. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I say that he got 
the money--

Mr. MURDOCK. Yes; but there were 
no others. 

Mr. CHANDLER. When Senator LAN
GER was to be tried before the father of 
the boy. In my memory of· 20 years' 
practice there has been brought no 
charge against a fellow for trying to fix 
a jury or trying to buy a judge's son, 
which was the upshot of the matter in this 
case. I would not say that representing 
a client I would not find out who was on 
the jury panel, and, if I could, find out 
what their likes and dislikes were, and 
I should like to find out whether the 
jurors were for or against the proposition 
I was getting ready to uphold. I wanted 
to see whether I could clear the Sena
tor's idea about what the discussion was 
the other day. 

Mr. BONE. Mr. President, I do not 
want to take up too much of the time of 
the Senator from Utah. 

Mr. MURDOCK. If the Senator will 
permit me, I hope the Senator does not 
get the idea that the situation, accord
ing to the record, is just as the Senator 
from Kentucky has related it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I think it is just as 
I related it. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Of course, I doubt 
that we have time to go into it now or 
that it would be fair to the Senate to do 
so, but I am very much interested in 
knowing where in the record that type of 
evidence is to be found. 

I now yield to the Senator from 
Washington. 

Mr. BONE. Mr. President, I am not 
assuming any particular state of facts; I 
am merely pointing out, as my powers of 
observation have permitted me to per
ceive, what is going on about me. I have 
noticed that lawyers on both sides of a 
case try very thoroughly to understand 
the temperament ap 1 the viewpoint of 
prospective jqrors, so that they may ade
quately represent their clients. That 
does not imply doing anything wrong, bu!. 
every lawyer knows that there are canons 
of the American Bar Associr..tion and the 
State bar associations that make it a 
vtry serious offense for a lawyer. to tam
per with a jury. 

I digress for a moment to refer to a 
case in my own State not long ago. As 
I recall, a condemnation case was bein5 
tried, involving a water system which was 
being acquired by a city. 

If my memory serves me aright, one of 
the attorneys for the company whose · 
property was being taken under the con
demnation proceedings in the midst of 
the trial was suspected of having entirely 
too much interest in one of the lady 
jurors. It was not my good luck to be 
there, but gentlemen who were there 

said she was a very charming and per
sonable lady juror, and there may have 
been on the part of the attorney some
thing more than a desire. to speak to her 
merely in her capacity as a juror. It 
seems, however, that the attorney took 
the lady juror out for a party While the 
case was being tried, and one tlay he was 
discovered on the river bank with the 
lady juror basking in the sunshine, nei
ther of them more than scantily clad. 
Most of us thought it was at least some
what irregular for an attorney for the 
defense to take one of the lady jurors
during the trial of the case and enter
tain her on the river bank in scanty 
bathing clothes. 

I am wondering what might have hap
pened in that case in respect to the size 
of the verdict if this very engaging, per
suasive, pulchritudinous, and, perhaps 
curvaceous, young lady had · been per
mitted to continue to enjoy the company 
of the counsel for the defense. I never 
blamed my brethren who represented the 
plaintiff in that case for being sufficiently 
interested to employ a detective to check 
up and ascertain what was happenjng 
to the lady juror. As the result of this 
particularly maladroit operation, the 
counsel who was entertaining the charm
ing lady juror was disbarred, for it was 
not .considered good practice in my State 
to do things of that kind. Subsequently, 
for some obscure reason, the court rein
stated hini, since tampering with . the 
jury was not looked upon there as seri
ously as it should have been regarded. 

I mention this because I doubt if any 
of the veterans of the bar here have not 
had experience& which, perhaps, are 
somewhat similar. I chance to observe 
some of them here. and,. as I look around 
and see them, I do not think any of them 
would t:ndertake to fool me for a minute. 
They are good lawyers, and, I am sure, 
in their experience, they have seen many 
"funny" things happen, including at
tempts made to manipulate jurors. 
Every member of the bar has a feeling, 
"Well, perhaps something might hap
pen"; but every member of the bar, every 
man with professional honor, knows, 
first, that he would violate all the ethics 
of his profession arid violate his profes;.. 
sional oath if 'he should speak or should 

. have anyone else speak for him to a juror 
or attempt to tamper with a jury. I can 
forgive any lawyer for wanting to know 
what is happening sometimes when he 
sees "funny" things going on, as in the 
condemnation case I have just described. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, will 
the Senator from Utah yielc to me? 

Mr. MURDOCK. I yield; but first I 
wish to thank the Senator from Wash
ington for his contribution. 

Mr. STEWART. The Senator from 
Washington always- makes delightful 

· contributions, and I was so engrossed in 
his recital and enjoyed it so much that 
I also forgot to ask the Senator to yield 
before the subject was left entirely be
hind. 

A few moments ago, during his colloquy 
with the Senator from Kentucky, I un
derstood some question was raised about 
there being no testimony that any other 
money was paid to Gale Wyman than 
that which Mr. LANGER paid direct. 



1942 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD~SENATE 2643 
Mr. MURDOCK. I said so far as the 

record· disclosed, according to my humble 
opinion, there is no evidence in the rec
ord at all that anybody paid anything to 
Gale Wyman except Senator LANGER him
self; the record, as I understand, is to 
the effect that, through Jimmy Mulloy 
and Chet Leedom, he was paid $250 at 
one time, and, then when the perjury 
case came up Senator LANGER gave Jimmy 
Mulloy a check for $275 which was de
livered to Gale Wyman. 

Mr. STEWART . . By Mr. LANGER him-
self? . . 

Mr. MURDOCK. The check was made 
by Senator LANGER, delivered to Jimmy 
Mulloy; the check was payable to Jimmy 
Mulloy as payee, endorsed; and then de-
livered to Gale Wyman. . 

Mr. STEWART. I have picked out the 
testimony which shows exactly what the 
Senator says. I notice that Mr. MulloY, 
on page 19 ·of the record, testified: 

Mr. MULLOY. Mr. LANGER handed me five 
$100 bills, and I delivered them over to Mr. 
Chet Leedom in the Grand Pacific Hotel. 
That was the money that was to be sent to 
Gale Wyman·. 

Certainly that entire. $500 was SPnt to 
· Gale Wyman, Gale · Wyman being, of 
course, the son of tne judge. Skipping 
over a question or two, I read the follow
ing: 

Mr. MULLOY. Well, on the second trip that 
I made down, that is, to get Leedom for_ the , 
perjury trial, when I talked to Gale Wyman 1 

in Deadwood, he told me that Leedom had. 
only sent him, my memory is, $250, that ~e 

· had only r~ceivedr $250 of the $500. 

That was related, as I understand, to 
Mr. LANGER by the judge's son, Gale Wy
man, when he visited Mr. LANGER in North 

. Dakota, and Mr. LANGER then paid him 
the remaining $250 to make up the total 
of $500, plus $25 which, I beliPve, was to 
be additional expense money. · 

Mr. MURDOCK. The Senator is cor
rect. 

, Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, com
ing back to my original question-

Mr. MURDOCK. I inquire if the Sen
ator from Tennessee has concluded? 

Mr. STEWART. That was all . J de
sired to say. 

Mr. MURDOCK. I think the Senator. 
has stated the matter correctly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator does 
not contend, then, that Senator LANGER 
is the only one that this fellow got money 
from? Of course, .it might have come 
from Senator LANGER, but did it .not go 
through the other fellow? 

Mr. MURDOCK: Yes; and I apologize 
to the Senator for misconstruing what 
he said. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do not want to be 
inaccurate about it. 

Mr. MURDOCK. We can agree that 
Senator LANGER is the only person from 
whom any money went to Gale Wyman, 
and that it came out of Senator LANGERJS 
pocket. 

Mr. CHANDLER. And the Senator 
will agree that the man who got the 
money was the judge's. son? 

Mr. MURDOCK. Oh, yes; there is no 
question about it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. And the -circum
stances of giving the judge's son money, 

either by the man himself or by his agent, 
seem to be suspicious. 

Mr. MURDOCK. I will not agree with 
the Senator in.that. The Senator has his 
right to that conclusion. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It is a suspicious 
circumstance to me . . I wish to call at
tention to the testimony on page. 119, 
where Senator Burke was questioning 
Mr. Wyman, and said: 

Would you want to give the committee any 
reason why, upon going to the hotel in North 
Dakota, after having visited with your father, 
you registered under an assumed ~arne, 
knowing, as I assume you did as a lawyer, · 
that it is a misdemeanor I believe under the 
laws of the State of North Dakota, as well as 
generally? Why did you follow that course? 

Mr. WYMAN. Because I felt like I should not 
have been there in the first place. 

· Mr. - BURKE. Ah! You knew all the time 
you should not be in the matter at all, did 
you not? 

Mr. WYMAN. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BURKE. And you have regretted it 

many times, that you took the $500 or had 
anything to do with it? 

Mr. WYMAN. That is true. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I am not going to 
engage in an argtiment if the Senator 
cuts ·me off. 

Mr. MURDOCK. · I will not cut the 
Senator off. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Very well; I will 
remain here, then. I cannot answer if 
the Senator cuts me o-ff. · 

Mr. MURDOCK. Does the Senator 
take the· ·position tna.t J'udge Wyman was 
in any way influenced in the conduct of 
the perjury trial by any person whatso
·ever? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do not think he 
was, but .the intention was to influence 
him, and money was. paid to influence 
hiin. 

Mr. MURDOCK. The intention of 
whom? 

Mr. CHANDLER. His son was sought 
out for the purpose of having some in

-fluence with his . father, because they 
knew in adv~hce that he was going to 
be· assigned from South Dakot:;t .to try 
this case. 

Mr. MURDOCK . . Will the Senator 
point out in the record where he finds 

That is' just one of the things which -the evidence to arrive at that conclu-
the Senator from Utah apparently can , ·sian? · 
reconcile among the charges, which were · Mr. CHANDLER. It is there; I have 
not brought by us, which were brought . read it · ·many times. The _ Senator has 
by people from North Dakota. · asked me the question, and I am under-

Mr · MURDOCK. The Senator has taking to answer him. Let me· answer. 
been reading the evidence? Mr. MURDOCK. 1 yield. · 

Mr. CHANDLER. I am reading the Mr. CHANDLER. To the eternal 
testimony before the committee. · · credit of tfie judge, I .do not think.it had 

Mr. MURDOCK. · The Senator sa;ys it ' · any influence with bim; but. it was ·in
is one of the charges I can reconcile. I tended to . . They sent a fellow to get tl}e 
do not follow him in that. . judge's son, and paid him money; and he 

Mr. CHANDLER. I mean in reaching i went to North Dakota and registered at 
a final conclusion, the Senator reconciles1 the hotel under an · assumed name, and 
that, at least to the extent that it did under cover did all sorts of things for 
not affect his decision with regard to which he was sorry later and said he 
Senator LANGER's right to have · a seat in wished he had not been involved in-but 
the Senate. he took the money. · He was giVen the 

Mr. MURDOCK. I believe every word money for 'the pUrpose of trying to have 
tre witness said there. I think it cor- him influencetl:ie judge. That was their 
roborates exactly what Senator LANGER purpose. I think' they failed, and the 
told us. I think Senator LANGER, accord- money was wasted, but they did not in
ing to his own evidence, the minute he tend . to wast~ it. Merely because it did 

_ found Gale Wyman there, said, "I want not have the effect they intended it to 
you out of town." He said, "I would have does not mean that it was ·a situa
have paid him a thousand dollars if he tion which they should not have ·brought 
had asked it. I did not want him there: about. It is not decent, and is not hon
I would have paid to get him out of town." est, and is not right, in my opini-on. 

Mr. CHANDLER. He did not want Mr. MURDOCK. Will the Senator let 
him there after he found he was there, me ask a further question? 
and asked him for more money. Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly. 

Mr. MURDOCK. No; he did not. Mr. MURDOCK. Can the Senator cite 
Mr. CHANDLER. I do not blame him; anything in the record .to show .that 

I would not have wanted him there; Judge Wyman knew his son was going 
either. But this is a circumstance: Gale ·there before he reached there? 
Wyman is the son of . a judge, and the Mr. CHANDLER. I am not certain 
judge is going to sit in the case, and this tl:\at the judge knew it, but the son was 
boy is ·paid something, for some reason, called there. 
to try to fix the judge, although he says Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President--
he did not do it. ·Mr: MURDOCK. · Let us have the Sen-

Mr. MURDOCK. There is nothing in ator from Kentucky answer. The Sen-
the record to that effect. · ator is very .familiar with the record, 

Mr. CHANDLER. I hope the .Senaton Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator does 
will let me state how I feel about it. not claim to have every point, and I will 

Mr. MURDOCK. I would rather ha.ve merely answer-what I know about. · 
the Senator do so in his own time. Mr. MURDOCK. I merely want to 

Mr. CHANDLER. I shall be glad to do inquire whether the Senator knows that 
it. I will have time. the judge knew that his son was coming 

Mr. MURDOCK. I shall attempt now before he reached there. 
to answer some of .the questions the Sen- Mr. :LUCAS. Will the Senator .yield? 
ator has asked. · I should like to ask the Mr. CHANDLER. - Let · the Senator 
Senator one question before he leaves. , from -IIHnots answer. - - - . --
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Mr. MURDOCK. I know the Senator 

from Illinois knows. I should liJre to 
have the Senator from Kentucky answer. 

Mr. CHANDLER. My impression is 
that they were going to have a banquet 
for him, and that they called him on the 
telephone. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Who was going to · 
have a banquet? 

Mr. CHANDLER. ·Someone in North 
Dakota was going to have a banquet for 
him, and they were going to give him 
notice that he was going to have cour
tesies and consideration. I did not 
memorize the record, and I am not 
certain. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Every remark the 
Senator makes indicates that he did not 
memorize the record. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator bas 
been perfectly accurate. . 

Mr. MURDOCK. I want to be chal
lenged if I am not accurate. 

Mr. CHANDLER. . The Senator has 
been challenged. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Then, I have acquit
ted myself from the record. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator gives 
himself a good reputation, and I am not 
trying to _ take it away from him. He 
recommends himself very highly; and I 
have no objection to that. The Senator 
is asking me questions, and I ask him to 
yield for questions. Let me ask him 
questions. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Very well. 
Mr. CHANDLER. Then let me answer 

the one I wanted to answer. I rose to 
say that the· judge's son was given money. 

Mr. MURDOCK. The Senator has 
said that three times. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Has the Senator 
any objection if I say it again? 

Mr. MURDOCK. No. 
Mr. CHANDLER. I will speak in my 

own time if the Senator desires to regu-
late my conversation. · 

Mr. MURDOCK. Let the Senator 
proceed. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The judge's son 
was given money by Senator LANGER-and 
others. It is my opinion that he was 
given the money to try to influence his 

· father. I say I do not know whether he 
influenced his father or not; I do not 
think he did; but, anyway, the motive 
back of it was to employ the judge's son 
to influence his father to decide the case 
favorably to Senator LANGER. In my 
opinion, that is not right, it is not just. 
If the Senator thinks it is, I have no ob
jection. 

Mr. MURDOCK. I do not, and the 
Senator should not even imply that I do. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I did not imply that 
the Senator did; I say "if you do!' I do 
not think so. 

Mr. ELLENDER. Mr. President-- . 
The PRESIDING OFFICER <Mr. 

O'DANIEL in the chair). Does the Sen
ator from Utah yield to the Senator from 
Louisiana? · 

Mr. MURDOCK. I think that now I 
must proceed; but I yield to the Senator 
from Louisiana. 

Mr. ELLENDER. I should like to have 
either the Senator from Illinois or the 
Senator frol? Kentucky point out in this 

record any evidence, except that indi
cated by the Senator from Utah, to show 
that Senator LANGER knew that .Mulloy 
had talked to or employed Judge Wy
man's son out in Deadwood . . Also evi:
dence that the payment was made by 
Senator LANGER at a time when he had 
prior knowledge of such employment. 
The evidence will show that Senator 
LANGER did not know that Mulloy had 
employed Gale Wyman, the judge's son, 
until he--Senator LANGER--confronted 
him-Wyman-for the first time; and 
that the moment he found it out he 
ordered him out of town, after paying 
him the balance due on ·a contract that 
he did not authorize but that he thought 
he should comply with in view of Mulloy's 
action in the matter. 

Mr. LUCAS. The Senator from Lou
isiana has asked me to answer a ques
tion. Will the Senator from Utah yield? 

Mr. MURDOCK. I yield. 
Mr. LUCAS. In the first const>!racy 

trial Senator LANGER did not think that 
he received a fair trial at the hands. of 
Judge Miller, and one of the things called 
attention to in the second conspiracy 
case was the fact that Miller refused to 
permit Senator LANGER and his counsel 
to have a look at the respective jury 
lists. I do not know what the custom or 
rule in North Dakota is on that point. 
It has been argued both ways, that the 
judge had a right to deny counsel the 
privilege. of looking at the jury list in 
advance, and some say it was a custom 
to do it even though the law was the 
other way. That was in the first case. 
In the second conspiracy case Judge A. 
Lee Wyman was designated by Judge 
Stone, who was the head of the circuit 
court of appeals, to try the case. I think 
it was Judge Stone. 

Mr.' MURDOCK. It was Judge Gardi
ner. 

Mr. LUCAS. Perhaps it was Judge 
Gardiner. At any rate, it ·was at the be
ginning of the second conspiracy trial 
that Mulloy went to Deadwood to see 
Chet Leedom, and it was in that conver
sation that the two of them agreed that 
they had to save "Bill" meaning Senator' 
LANGER. The conversation took place 
between these two men with respect to 
the jury list, and that is when they called 
in· for the first time Gale Wyman, son of 
the judge, and talked to him about em
ployment in this case. · It w~ there that 
Mulloy said, "I cannot do anything about 
employing WYman. It has to be 0. K.'d 
by Governor LANGER." Leedom assured 
him that everything would be all right 
and that he would guarantee the pay
ment of the money: So it was then that 
Wyman left his home in Deadwood and 
went to where the judge was, the father, 
and discussed with him at that time 
things which included what the Senator 
from Kentucky said a while ago about 
the banquet to be given him. Whether 
anything was said about the jury list--

Mr. MURDOCK. There is nothing in 
the record, is there, to show that Gale 
Wyman ever talked to his father about 
the banquet? 

Mr. LUCAS. Oh yes; there is plenty 
of evidence about that. He warned him 
about being taken· in· up there by certain 

people who were friendly to Miller and 
his crowd. That is the testimony. 

Mr. MURDOCK. I shall read the tes
timony about the banquet in a few mo
ments. 

Mr. LUCAS. Very well. There is no 
question that on the opening day Judg~ 
Wyman did permit &enator LANGER and 
his counsel to investigate who the pros
pective jurors might be, and I think he 
adjourned court for 2 days. That is the 
beginning of the employment of Gale 
Wyman in that case. · 

Mr. ELLENDER. How about the 
knowledge of Senator LANGER? Where 
did Senator LANGER come in, according 
to the Senator's contention? 

Mr. LUCAS. I will tell the Senator. 
Anyway, that was the beginning of the 
employment of Gale Wyman. so far as 
Leedom and Mulloy are concerned, Mul
loy being the personal representative of 
Governor LANGER. Following that, in the 
perjury case, which was tried before the 
second conspiracy case was tried, Mulloy 
went to Deadwood again to get hold of 
Leedom and take him there so that. he 
and Leedom might watch the jury, a.nd 
to see that nothing was wrong about it. 
But when Mulloy got there he found Lee
dom drunk, so then he called Governor 
LANGER, and said, 

I can bring the other fellow. 

Senator LANGER said that Mulloy sai~: . 

I can bring another fellow. 

At any rate, "the other fellow" and 
"another fellow" were the same fellow. 
He brought Wyman to Bismarck when 
the case was being tried, and Wyman 
went there and registered under an as
sumed name, and the next day, following 
the perjury trial, he saw Senator LANGER, 
and it was after the perjury trial was 
over, not while the trial was going on as 

. Senator LANGER said in his testimony, · 
that he paid him. ·Senator LANGER said: 

I would have given him a thousand dollars 
to get him out of ·town because I was being 
tried. 

When he paid Wyman $275, which was 
the balance due and owing him, the per

. jury trial was over .. 
Mr. ELLENDER. Mr. President, will 

the Senator yield ·a.t that point? 
Mr. MURDOCK. l yield. . 
Mr. ELLENDER. The fact remains, 

and,! think the record will show, that the 
same judge, Judge Wyman, although he 
completed the perjury trial, I think it 
was on that Saturday, or whatever-day 
the money was paid, was to try Senator 
LANGER on the second conspiracy case a 
few days thereafter. 

Mr. LUCAS. I am taking Senator 
LANGER's own word for it, that he was 
then being tried, and that he would have 
given Gale Wyman a thousand dollars 
to get him out of town. My position is 
that Senator LANGER would have had the 
support of the people of North Dakota 
and of the judge himself if instead of 
being willing to pay Gale Wyman a 
thousand dollars to get him out of town, 
and actually paying him $275, he had 
laid · the facts cold before the judge. 

Mr. ELLENDER. Why should he have 
done so? Why should he have a~tago~ 
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nized the judge's son and probably have 
created a stir at a time when his liberty 
was at stake? On the other hand, the 
judge knew that his son was going to 
come to North Dakota? Why not find 
fault with the judge for not warning his 
son to remain away? 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. President, I 
must decline to yield further. I must 
say that I think the Senator from Illi
nois has stated the facts about as they 
are, but I still say to' Senators that they 
must make a choice between believing 
Jimmy Mulloy, on the one hand, as to 
what happened with respect to Gale Wy
man's employment, and the corroborated 
testimony of Senator LANGER. When I 
say "corroborated" I contend it is cor
roborated by Gale Wyman himself. 

I come now to the statement which 
the Senator from Illinois makes about 
what Senator LANGER should have done 
when he found that Judge Wyman's son 
was there; that he should have gone to 
the judge and told him what Gale Wy
man was asking. Mr President, this 
thought occurs to me; Gale Wyman 
called his father before he left South 
Dakota, and told him he was going to 
North Dakota; that he was employed by 
Jimmy Mulloy to go there and to 
straighten something out for Chet Lee
dom. Are we to imagiPe a lot of im
morality, are we to imarine a lot of crime 
and unethical conduct on the part of 
Senator LANGER simply because, accord
ing to the record, when he found out 
that Gale Wyman was there he then 
told him to get out of town, and paid 
him off? If we condemn Senator LANGER 
for that, then can any Sfnator who con
demns him say that when Gale Wyman 
called his father on the telephone be
for.e he left So.uth Da-kota, his father 
should have told him riC't to come· there? 
That is the very point . I .made a while 
ago. 
· Some Senators seem very prone, very 
willing, indeed very anxious, to imagine 
and to presume certain things, and to 
condemn Senator LANGER for what hap.:. 
pen~d with respect-to, Gaie Wyman, but 
they wish to build a . pedestal under the 
judge, who knew before his son ever left 
South Dakota that he was coming, and 
that he was employed by Jimmy Mulloy. 

There is one question for the· Senate to 
determine with reference to Gale Wy
man, and that is, did Senator LANGER 
know that "another fellow"-that is the 
phrase which was used-referred to· in 
the. telephone conversation, w.as the son 
of Judge Wyman who was trying him? 
The evidence of -Gale Wyman, corrobo
rated by Senator LANGER, is that Senator 
LANGER did not know who the fellow was 
until Gale Wyman appeared on the scene. 
Then the uncontradicted evidence of 
Senator LANGER is-except ·as it is prob
ably contradicted to some extent by Jim
my Mulloy, the self-confessed criminal, 
as stated by the Senator from Illinois
that as soon as Senator LANGER knew who 
he was, he ordered him to get out, and he 
got out. 

Senators must decide whether they will 
believe the testimony of Jimmy Mulloy, 
standing alone, or whether they will be
lieve the testimony of Gale Wyman and 
Senator LANGER. 

The distinguished junior Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. CHANDLER] referred to 
a banquet. I do not think much of the 
banquet story; I do not think the Senate 
even has time to bother with it; but let us 
see .what the evidence is on that question. 

Mr. LUCAS. Before the Senator does 
that, will he yield? 

Mr. MURDOCK. Yes; I yield, because 
the Senator was so generous in yielding 
to me. 

Mr. LUCAS. I should like to have the 
Senatoi: read into the record any evidence 
that Gale Wyman told his father that he 
had been employed by Jimmy Mulloy in 
that case, and that he was coming to 
see him the next day. I know he tele
phoned his father that he was coming to 
see him. 

· Mr. STEWART. Mr. P-resident, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. MURDOCK. I yield. 
Mr. STEWART. Is there not a letter 

from Judge Wyman in the record, or did 
not the investigators have such a letter, 
if it is not in tne printed record? At ariy 
rate, a letter was written by the judge 
w.ho tried the case, which explained . the 
transaction with his own son, and I 
think he states in the letter sometmng 
·about the telephone conversation. If it 
is in the record, it will explain the whole 
matter. 

Mr. LUCAS. There was nothing in the 
record to show that the judge knew -that 
the son was employed in this case. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. President, the 
Senator from Illinois asked me a ques
tion about the telephone conversation 
between Gale Wyman and his father. ~ I 
think he intimated that i could not find 
it in the record. I am sorry the Senator 
asks questions and then leaves- the 
Chamber before they are answered. - I 
know· it is unintentionali .but· I am sorry 
he did not wait. · 

Reading from page 116; Mr. Burke 
was examining Gale Wyman: 

Mr. BURKE. Aiso a reporter for a farm 
newspaper? , 

Mr. WYMAN. No, sir. He said he was 
bringing another fellow, and thl!ot is all he 
said, ·and I could not hear· the Langer part 
of. the conversation. After he had found out 
from Bill it was going to be all right to bring 
this other fellow, why, then, he told me, he 
says, "Well, you have got to go. to North 
Dakota with me-" 

Quoting Jimmy Mulloy-
And I started inquiring then what the 

situation was, what the deal was, and I said 
I would have to call the judge before I would 
go up there under any circumstances, that 
I would not go up there and drop in there 
without letting him know that I was coming, 
because I was not going to embarrass him 1f 
I could help it, and I called Bismarck, and I 
got my father on the telephone and told him 
that I had to come to North Dakota and 
straighten Chet Leedom's situation out up 
there, and that I probably would see him 
when I got there. And wben I started, when 
we left the office and got over-

That is the end of it. Then Mr. Burke 
asked another question. 

So he did call his father on the· tele
phone before he went there, and he did 
tell him that he was coming to straighten 
out a situation for Chet Leedom. 

We also have in the record the judge's 
statement with respect to the telephone 
call. Reading from Judge Wyman's 

statement submitted by Senator Burke, 
we find this on page 129 of the Little 
Green Book: 

Shortly after I received notice of my 
assignment, my son, Gale B. Wyman, who 
resides at Deadwood, S. Dak., called me over 
the long-distance phone at Sioux Falls and 
told me that some parties from North Dakota 
were in his office-

This statement of the judge was sub
mitted to me by the Senator from Ten
nessee [Mr. STEWARTJ. I had not read it. 
I think this refers to another telephone 
conversation, and not the one to which 
Gale testified in the answer I have just 
read. I thank the Senator. 

Why shoulJ we be so prone to con- · 
demn Senator LANGER, a Member of the 
United States Senate, and absolutely re
frain from any type of ·criticism of Judge 
Wyman, who knew that his son was com
ing there? I do not take the position 
that it was right for Gale Wyman to go 
there. I do not . think Gale Wyman 
should have gone to Bismarck, N.Dak. I 
think that when his father heard him 
say over the telephone that he was com-

, ing there he should have said, "Son, stay 
where you are. You have no business 

, here."· However, I do not censure the 
judge too much for that. I do not-be-

, lieve that a man should be condemned 
simply because his son is indiscreet. 
Probably if Judge Wyman had thought 
the thing over he would have told his son: 
to stay where .he was. 

Ute important point at ·issue in the 
case is, Did Senator LANGER know -that 
Gale Wyman was coming to North Da
kota? Jimmy Mulloy testified that he · 
did. Senator LANGER and Gale Wyman 
said that he did not. 
- Because the Senator from Kentucky 
is interested in:banquets, I wish to refer 
to the banquet. The first time we hear 
anything about a banquet is on page 109 
of the green book; Gale Wyman is ·talk
ing about it. This is what he .s3tid: _ 
and he told me-

Speaking -of Mulloy-
of the proposed banquet that was scheduled 
for the.judge· upon his a:r;rival, that the guest& 
would -be the Supreme Court of the State of 
North Dakota which had just previously re
moved Governor LANGER after his first con
viction, and Judge Andrew Miller, who had 
presided at his first trial-

:i want Senators to listen to this-
and he insisted that it was for the sole pur
pose of bringing anti-Langer infiuence to 
bear upon my father who was to try the re
trt'al of the conspiracy case-· 

In other . words, the _information that 
was given to Gale Wyman was, among 
other things, that the anti-Langer faction 
would have a banquet for his father, the 
judge, on his arrival. Let us see how that 
evidence is turned against Senator LAN
GER. I do not think it was done inten
tionally, but inadvertently, but let us 
see what happened with respect to the 
banquet. If Senators will turn to page 
124, another course of the banquet is 
served there. [Laughter.] The Senator 
from Tennessee [Mr. STEWART] comes 
into the picture: 

Mr. WYMAN. They had a banquet arranged 
for the judge upon his arrival in North Da
kota, and I was supposed to advise him. 
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Senator STEWART. To carry the place card 

e>J'er. or something like that? 
Mr. WYMAN. No. · 
The CHAIRMAN. Senator STEWART, the Wit

ness testified that the e.ntlre Langer group 
had arranged a banquet for the judge. 

I want the Senate to consider that. 
The evidence of Gale Wyman was that 
the anti-Langer group was going to give 
a banquet for the judge, to bring anti
Langer influence into the picture. When 
we turn to page 124 we have the chair
man of the committee-! think uninten
Uonally and inadvertently-changing the 
whole pictme by saying: 

The CHAIRMAN. Senator STEWART, the Wit
ness testified that the entire Langer group 
had arranged a banquet for the judge. 

The two words have been interchanged. 
Gale Wyman talked about "anti-Langer ." 
I suppo.se the chairman of the committee 
tilought the witness had said "entire 
Langer'~ instead of ••anti-Langer." 

When we turn to the next page we find 
the following: 

Senator STEWART. Did you admonish him 
not to attend any banquet? 

Mr. WYMAN. I told him they had this 
banquet arranged for him and it was sup
posed to be composed of entire Langer men. 

So what l)tarted out to be an "anti
Langer" banquet now· becomes a banquet 
of "entire Langer men." 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. MURDOCK. I yield. 
Mr. CHANDLER. I was interested in 

the question because originally I made 
the statement that I .thought this boy 
told his father that the~· were going to 
have a banquet for him. I believe that 
is in the record. In order to clear up 
the point, on page 109 Mr. Wyman was 
discussing this matter. I wish to read 
to about the middle of page 110, because 
I think it is important to have it in the 
RECORD at this point. Gale Wyman 
testifi€d: 

Sirice he had been on the bench .he had not 
even accepted social engagements in the 
neighborhood where he . lived; that he will 
not accept dinner engagements; that he had 
never attended any lodges or gatherings 
where anybody could critieme him in iil.nJ 
manner as to being approachable. I toLd 
him as far as I was concerned I was just a'S 
sure as I . was sitting there that that in'Vi
tatio]l would be turned down without any 
suggestion on the part of myself, or any 
previous warning. However, he insisted that 
there was a chance to make some money, 
and that he wanted me to go to Si.oux Falls 
and talk to my father along the lines that 
I have just related, and I told him that I 
could not go to Sio-px Falls for nothing, it 
was 450 miles from Deadwood to Sioux Falls, 
It would mean a drive in an auwmobi1e, and 
it would take about 3 days to make the 
roundtrip and accomplish anything. 1 
thought at the time I was making it big 
enough so that there was not going to be 
any danger for them paying me for the trip. 

.Mr. BUKK:E. You .had no question in your 
mlnd that they were willing.to pay you $500 
at your request solely that you might go over 
to Sioux Falls and tell your fathet" to look 
out for some banquet that he was going to 
be invited to attend, or for your assistan.ce in 
getting your father to do wbat the statute 
provides must be done under certain pro
cedure in reference to the ]Ul'Y list • . had you? 

Mr. WYMAN. I did not get the .first part. 
Mr. BuRKE. You had no question in your 

mind that that was all that they wanted-? 
Mr. WYMAN. Yes, sir; that is all that I 

thought they wanted. ' 
Mr. BuRKE. Did you trunk that they were 

paying you $500 1n order that you would do 
that and that only? 

Mr. WYMAN. Yes. -sir. 
Mr. BURKE. Well, I will read you your tes

timony, your .statement given before the 
committee investigators appeaTing in volume 
I, page 17. You were speaking: 

••1 told them from the standpoint of a 
fixing policy it would be a physical impossi-. 
bility for me to do any good." _ 

Mr. MURDOCK. That is from the 
hodgepodge. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I state the situa
tion as it seems to me, at least: They 
did not employ Gale Wyman to tell his 
father that they were going to have a 
banquet for him, but they put the ban
quet business in; and when they were 
talkin!i about it some conversation must 
have occurred which gave rise to his 
e.xp.ressi on~ 

I told tbem from the standpoint of a fixing 
policy it would be a physical impossibility 
for .me to do any good. 

I do not think that he ever did indi
cate that he would "fix" his father, but 
he talked with them about :fixing his 
father. I do not know how much con
versation he bad with him. 1 know he 
ealled him on the telephone. I knDW 
he went to see him. The whole thing is 
not a matter in which we can nave 
faith, inasmuch as Senator LANGER is 
identified with certain men who were 
attempting to have the judge "fixed," 
and money coming from Senator LANGER 
was paid to the son of the judgeA 

I am not quarreling with my friend, 
but I am trying to have the facts ac
curately stated. I understand my good 
friend's position in regard to the .case; 
but the things I have mentioned are 
things which trouble me when I attempt 
to ju.stify, if I can, the suspicious actions 
of certain person.s. 

Mr. MURDOCK. The only difference ' 
between the position of the Senator from 
Kentucky and my position is that. al
though I do not like the fact that Jimmy 
MuUoy went to South Dakota to get Lee
dom, although I do not like the fact that 
Gale Wyman was br.Qught into th-e pic
ture, nevertheless, my reconecti<m -of the 
law is that in doing justice Senator 
LANGER cannot be oonvicted for some
thing which Jimmy Mulloy did. The 
evidence in the reco1·d is that Senator 
LANGER did not know that Gale Wyman 
was oo:ming into the picture at all until 
he got to North Dakota. 

I say again, for the third or fourth time, 
that the Senate ca.n mak.e its choice. 

I told him I would have to have $000 before 
I would go to Sioux Falls. He-told me then, 
that he did not know, be did not have any 
authority to bind the situat ion right then, 
but that they would go back to North Da
kota, meaning he and Chet, and upon their 
arrival in North Dakota .he would imme- ' 
diately take care of this financial arrange
ment and that I would have this money baek 
there within 2 or 3 days. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. Pr€Sident~ will 
my friend let me interrup.t him at this. 

r point? 
Mr. BURKE. If 1 may interrupt there-
Mr. WYMAN. Yes, .sir. 

.Mr. MURDOCK. No; I shall not yield 
now. 

The Senate can make its choice as to 
whether it want.s to believe Jimmy Mul
loy alone. or Senator Langer and Gale 
Wyman. Chet Leedom is dead; he can
not speak. Nearly every person about 
whom Jimmy Mulloy talked bad passed 
away. Jimmy Mulloy was betraying a 
friend; be was indicating that he wanted 
to- destroy .Senator LANGER. and be gave 
u.s one sto!'y. Gale Wyman told us an
other story. The only corroborated testi
mony in the reco1·d on tbat point is that 
Senator LANGER did not know anything 
about tbe employment of Gale Wyman 
until he got there. 

I do not think that what Judge Wyman 
thought about the case has anything to 
do with the facts we are to consider~ The 
question before u.s is tbe question whether 
Senator LANGER knew tba t Gale Wyman 
was coming to North Dakota. Let us 
even suppose that we find the aruiwer to 
the question to be in the affirmative
that he did know it. Then the question 
arises whether he got him ro do anything 
in the case witb reference to influencing 
his father. · 

The an.swer to the question is that he 
did not get him to do anything. Why? 
Because instead of directing a verdict in 
the second conspiracy case-as he had 
a right to do. and as. · in my opinion, he 
was bound to do under the decision of 
the circuit court of appeals-he sub
mitted the case to the jury; and in the 
third conspiracy case, in whi.ch again he 
should have direcred a. verdict in favor 
of Senator LAN.(;ER, he again submitted 
the case to the jury, and Senator LANGER 
was finally acquitted. 

If any Member of the Senate thinks 
that Judge Wyman was influenced, I 
should like to have him tell me so. If 
no Member of the Senate thinks that the 
judge was infiuenced, then I ask the 
ftu'tber question, Can any Member of 
the Senate point to anything in the rec
ord which .indicates that anyone tried to 
infiuence Judge Wyman in that case? 

We might indulge in a great deal of 
imagination and .su.spicion; but there is 
nothing in the record, with one excep
tion, to indicate tbat anyone tried to in
fluence Judge Wyman. I now desire to 
read to the Senate some testimony of 
Gale Wyman. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President will 
the Senator yield on that· point? ' 

Mr. MURDOCK. Not just now. 
Returning to the question of who was 

trying to influence Judge Wyman, we 
find Gale Vvyman's testimony on page 
123, as follows; 

Ml'. WYMAN. After this hearing here. after 
this investigaUon had been commenced, it 
was discussed. considerably between us, yes. 

Between him and his father. 
Mr. MURPHY. 'What did be say? 

Referrtng to Gale Wyman's father, in 
the conversations subsequent to the 
trials, and about which Gale Wyman 
was talking. 

1\lr. WYMAN. Lanier--

Who was the United .States district at
to.rney pro.secuting Senator LANC.ER--
.started the .Practice -of running into bis cham
ber-S .at intermi·ss!on.s and trying to discuss 
the case, and he finany had to tell bim very . 
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bluntly, he said, that if he . wanted to dis
cuss that case, he should get counsel for the 
defendants in the room with him and that.he 
would discuss or talk any part of the case 
over, but that he was not going to discuss ·it 
with him individually. 

That is the testimony of Gale Wyman 
relative to a conversation between him
self and his father subsequent to the 
trial· and he states that in the conversa
tion his father fold hi~ that Lanier, the 
United states district attorney prose
cuting Senator LANGER, came into his 
chambers time and again, trying to talk:· 
ex parte about the case, . until :fin~lly 
Judge Wyman had to speak bluntly and 
tell him either to keep -out of his cham-. 
bers or to ·come there with defense. 
counsel. · · 

Let us read more of Gale Wyman's 
testim<;my on that point. I read from 
page 122: · 

Mr. MURPHY. Mr. Lanier was the United 
States attorney prosecuting the case? ·· 

Mr . . WYMAN. He was. _ 
Mr. MURPHY. All right. What did he say 

with reference to Judge Miller? 
Mr. WYMAN. Then: subsequently, · Judge 

Miller was in his 'chambers practically the 
whole time of the trial and he would :p1ake 
suggestions as . to what sh<,>Uld be done, and 
now it should be done, and my f~ther finally 
told .him that he -. wa& charged with the -re- . 
sponsiblllty of handling .that matter and. that 
he did not need any help from the side lines. 
He h~d to be very blunt with }li~. -

· s~ we have the further testimony, if 
Gale Wyman told the truth, and the tes
timony is not contradicted so far as I 
know, that ?Ot only was the district ~t
torney. commg to Judge Wyman durmg 
the trial of Senator LANGER, but that 
Judge Miller himself, who saw that Sen
ator LANGER -was prosecuted fQr perjury, 
came into his chambers time and again, 
until Judge Wyman-according to his 
son-told Judge Miller that he did not 
need. any help from the side lines, and 
asked him to stay out. 

Therefore, can it be wondered · that. 
Senator LANGER thought he needed some
one to watch the jury, to watch the clerk, 
the marshal, and the others when, ac
cording to the testimony of Judge Wy
man's son, when he and his father dis
cussed the case after the trial, his father 
pointed out to him that both the <:Iistrict 
attorney and the district judge were in 
his chambers, trying to influence him? 

I do not know whether ! .need say any
thing further with reference to Gale WY
man; but, Mr. President, unless some 
member of the majority of committee is 
willing to state that Judge Wyman was 
influenced or that Senator LANGER tried 
to influence him, I say that in all fair·
ness we are entitled-in fact, we are in 
duty bound-to resolve that question in 
favor of Senator LANGER. I do not think 
that Judge Wyman was influenced. I do 
not think that anyone tried to influence 
him. If his son told us the truth in the 
two statements I have read, I doubt very . 

·much that he was influenced. 
We next come to the second matter 

which I think the Senate wants dis
cussed-the Mexican land deal. What 
are the facts with respect to the Mexi
can land deal? Stated simply, they are 
these: Senator LANGER was serving as 
Governor of North Dakota, and some- . 

time in May of 1937 he went to Chicago, 
and called at the office of a certain attor
ney known as Tommy Sullivan, . or 
Thomas . Sullivan. According to the 
record, Thomas Sullivan was an enthusi
astic supp6rter; over a long period of 
time. of the Non-Partisan League move
ment in the State of North Dakota and 
the surrounding States in which the Non:.. . 
Parti.san League was active. Tommy 
Sullivan married the secretary of former 
Representative Lemke, who was a candi-· 
date for ·the· Senate against Senator 

· LANGER. Years and years ago Senator· 
·Langer, former Senator Frazier, Repre
. sentative Lemke, . and others . in the 

Northwest organized a · compa:py-for ·the. 
purpose of .. procuring .. land in Mexico. 
Senator LANGER bought a certain amount 
of stock fn the company. I . do not know 
how much he bought, but, as I recall, the 
evidence shows that he either owned or: 
controlled ' about $55.,000 worth "of . the 
stock. His testimony :is that whe·n he 
went to see Tommy Sullivan, during ·a, 
general discussion. in Chicago, the name 
of former Representative Leinke was 
mentioned. · According ·to Senator LAN
GER, Sullivan was praising Lemk~ in sqme· 
way, and Senator LANGER- said, "If YOU. 
think so niu-ch of Lemke, ·or think he Is 
so' honest, how about" buying .some stock 
in the· Mexican Land Co., .which Lernke: 
has .had so much to.do with?" According 
to the testimony, Mr. Sullivan's wife v.as 
acquainted with the land company, ·and~ 
evidently' during her secretaryship under 
Lemke, becai:ne very familiar with it's 
operations. · 

The record also shows that in· i937 
To"mmy Sullivan became a special attar.:. 
ney for the Great Northern Railroad 
Co., which operates thr_ciugh North Da
kota, Minnesota, and other States. Dur:
ing the conversation in Chicago in May 
1937, Senator LANGER and Tommy Sulli
van finally entered into a contract,. ac
cording to the record, whereby Sullivan 
bought a half interest in Senator LANGER's 
holdings in the Mexican Land Co. N9 
stock certificates exchanged hands; but 
there was a written contract, specifying 
how payments should be made, and c'on
veying a half interest in the Langer hol4:
ings to Mr. Sullivan. As I understand, th~ 
charge against Senator ·LANGER in con
nection with the Mexican Land Co. is that 
Tommy Sullivan . paid Senator LANGER 
$25,ooo· at intervals for the stock and that 
the last payment was made a short time 
before a reduction in the valuation for 
tax ·purposes of the Great Northern 
Railroad Co. in the State of · North Da
kota in the year 1938. 

As I understand, the position of the 
majority of the commit_tee· is that Sen- , 
. a tor 'LANGER was bribed by Tom Sullivan I 

with this $25,000 to reduce the tax valua
tion of th'e Great Northern Railroad in 
North Dakota. The majority take the " 
position that the land is worthless, and, 
as I understand, that the transf~r of half 
the holdings of Mr. LANGER to Tom Sulli
van was simply a subterfuge, or, in other 
words, a cover-lip scheme. 

Now, let us analyze the facts. What 
are they? Tom Sullivan represented the 
Great Northern Railroad Co., and, if I 
read the majority report correctly, they 
want us to believe that Sullivan paid, and . 

. Senator LANGER accepted, $25,000 to re
. duce the taxes of the Great Northern 
Railroad Co. in North Dakota. 

It is easy to indulge in suspicion; it is 
easy to conjure up in the mind that a 
man is a crook and a criminal; btit men 
should not be convicted and men should 
not be expelled from the Senate except on 
the· gravest kind of a charge, supported 
by clear and convincing evidence. 

The facts are what? I ask do railroad 
companies or any other utility companies . 
bribe Governors without obtaining some

. thing in return? Do Senators imagine,. 

. as they must do . if they . find Senator · 
LANGER guilty. of · taking a bribe in -thisi 
instance, not only that he was a crook,. 
not only that Tommy Sullivan -was a 
crook; but that the directors of the rail
road company; froni the pr~sident down . 
were crooks? There was no bribery unless 
the railroa'd company -handed Sullivan: 
the money with which to pay. a bribe. So. 
I say, before the Senate can convict. 
Senator LANGER, it has got to imagine that 
Sullivan, representing a railroad com-· 
pany as a special attorney; is a crook; 
se·cond that Senator LANGER, as Governor 
of North Dakota, is a crook, and, further-· 

' more, that all the railroad directors who 
supplied the .$25,000~ itit.came from. that 
sotll"ce, were criminals and crooks. - . · . 

·In addition ·.to- that; according to the 
facts, it must be found that the Great 
Noi'thern Railroad Co. bribed Senator 
LANGER and· paid him not to reduce 
the taxes of North Dakota during his 
biennium as Governor but to add to them 
and make the company pay greater sums. 
If Senators have -the virility of imagina
tion, if they have the versatility of in
tellect to indulge in that type of thinking., 
then they might find Senator LANGER 
guilty; but, if they want to look at the 
cold facts and figures, what do they dis
close? The records were all before the 
committee but they are not mentioned in 
the majority report. Here [exhibiting] 
is a page from one of the exhibits from 
which I shall read in a moment, but is 
it cited in the majority report? 

What does the exhibit disclose as to 
tax valuations prior to the election of 
Senator LANGER as Governor of North 
Dakota for the biennium 1937-38? We 
have the record of the valuations fixed by 
the State taxing authorities who were 
then haled into court by the railroad 
company in the effort to have the valua
tions set aside. Let us see what their 
experience was. Starting in 1933, when 
Senator LANGER was Governor the first 
time, the Great Northern Railroad valu
ation for tax purposes was fixed-and, if 
Senators care to do so, I wish ·they 
would take their pencils and write down 
the figures-$78 ,832,888. That valuation 
fixed by the State agency was reduced by 
the court to $68,832,888; the amount of 
the reduction bein~:; $10,000,000, and the 
percentage of reduction 12.685. 

In 1934, during his second year as Gov
ernor of North Dakota, in his first bi

. ennium, we find the tax valuation fixed 
at $70,859,259. It was reduced to $55,-
267,467, or a reduction . of 21.999 percent. 

Mr. WillTE. By the court. · 
Mr. MURDOCK. Yes; as I under

stand, these are reductions by the court. 
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Mr. LANGER. In-that year $15,000,-

000 was stricken from the valuation. 
Mr. MURDOCK. In 1935, after BILL 

LANGER had· gone out as Governor, and 
had been succeeded by someone else; as I 
recall by Governor WeUord-I ask the 
Senator from North Dakota if that is 
correct? 

Mr. LANGER. That was his name. 
Mr. MURDOCK. Ir. 1935-the tax val.; 

nation was fixed at $71,581,360. It was 
reduced to $62,791,327, the percentage of 
reduction being 12.280. Then we come to· 
1936. The valuation for that year · was 
fixed at $70,760,060. It ·was reduced by 
the court to $63,070,725, a percentage of 
reduction of 10.860. 

Mr. BONE. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? - · 

Mr. MURDOCK. I yield. 
Mr. BONE. Is there any contention 

made by the investigators that Governor 
LANGER was responsible for the action of 
the court in reducing the tax valuation? 

Mr. MURDOCK. No; I do not think 
so. 

Mr. BONE. What is the basis of any 
charge arising out of the redUction of 
valuation for tax purposes by a court that 
has adjudicated the case? 

Mr. MURDOCK. I am leading up to 
the reduction made by a board of which 
Senator LANGER was one of the five 
members. 

Mr. BONE. Of course, if a court arbi
trarily reduces valuations for taxation 
purpose,s fixed by the State board of 
equalization, or the other taxing author
ity which has in the first instance the . 
power to fix- the taxes, Senator LANGER 
could not be held responsible, unless it 
were shown that he influenced the court. 

Mr. MURDOCK. I do not think there 
is any contention ·that Senator LANGER 
had anything to do with the court. I 
have only read the figures into the REc
ORD because·to me they seem important. 
They show the background of railroad 
taxes in North Dakota. 

I wish to point out, in fairness to every
one, that before tlie figure I last read, for 
1936; was agreed to, it was called to Go•J
ernor LANGER's attention. I think he was 
advised that the court was about to enter 
a decree for the reduction, and I think it 
was submitted ~ to him to determine 
whether he had any objection. I think 
that Senator LANGER advised that he had 
.no objection, that he was interested in 
having the taxes paid, and that the re
duction was all right. I do not believe 
anyone can condemn him for coming to. 
that -conclusion, in view of the back
ground of reductions of tax valuations 
by the court, which I have pointed out. 

It should be borne in mind, in con
sidering the case, that Governor LANGER 
is accused of receiving, in May 1937, at 
least a part of a bribe from Tommy Sul
livan in connection with railroad valua
tions. But in August or September of 
1937, after the alleged bribe contract· had 
been entered into, instead of a reduction 
of tax valuations for the Great Northern, 
we find that the valuation for 1937 was 
fixed at $63,779,715, or an increase over 

· 1936 of $700,000. 
Now I ask my colleagues whether their 

· imagination't can lead them to believe 
-that Senator LANGER, as Governor, ac-

cepted a bribe to reduce valuations in · 
May, and then in August the commis
siori of which he was chairman, as I 
underst~nd, raised the · valuation 
$700,000. . . 

In 1938, by action of the board in 
North Dakota which has this function to 
perform, the tax valuation of the Great 
Northern Railroad was reduced from 
$63,779,715 to $60,480,648, or a reduction 
of about $3,300,000, a reduction by the 
board of equalization, consisting of five 
members, of which board. Senator LANGER 
was a member and was chairman. 

Now, let us go to the other column of 
the exhibit, in which we find that in 
1935 the taxes paid by the Great North
ern Railroad Co. amounted to $1,194,449. 

In 1936 the taxes they paid amounted 
to $1,184,026. That was the biennium 
immediately preceding the Langer 
biennium. 

In 1937 the taxes paid by the 
Great Northern Railroad amounted to 
$1,286,578. . 

In 1938 the taxes paid amounted to 
$1,228,631. 

If we total the taxes paid during the 
biennium immediately preceding the 
Langer administration, and then total 
the taxes paid during the biennium of 
the Langer administration, we find, by 
reference to page 31 of the minority re
port, that the total taxes paid for 1935 
and 1936 amounted · to $2,378,485, and 
the total taxes paid by the Great North.: 
ern for the biennium of 1937 and 1938, 
during the Langer administration, to
taled $2,515,209, or an increase in taxes 
of . $136,724 during the Langer adminis
tration over the preceding administra
tion. 

If Senators have the imagination to 
suspect and condemn and accuse Senator 
LANGER of bribery for raising taxes dur
ing his 2 years to the extent of $136,000 
over those imposed during the preceding 
biennium, then, in my opinion, they have 
a vivid imagination. 

Mr. President,. these are -not all the 
facts.- We are· just about halfway · 
through. Valuations are not the only 
things to be considered in figuring the 
tax ·burdens of people. After the valua-· 
-tions are fixed another very important · 
thing' is the rate. Let us look at the 
rates in the exhibits before the commit
tee, which come from the record: · Let us 
see what the rates were. I refer to the 
millage rates. 

In 1935 the rate of 4.69. 
Mr. WILLIS. From what page is the 

Senator reading? -
Mr. MURDOCK. The figures I am 

reading· to the Senate now come from 
John Gray, the present tax commissioner 
of the State of North Dakota, and, ac
cording to his letter, were taken from an 
official record of the board of equaliza
tion of the State, which I intend to in
sert in the RECORD. 

I have read the .rate for 1935, which 
was 4.69. The rate for 1936 was 4.33. 
That was during the biennium imme
diately preceding the Langer adminis
tration. 

Now, we come to Senator LANGER's ad
ministration. In 1937 the rate is given as 
6.10. In 1933 it was 5.89. There is quite 
a material difference in the rates between 

the preceding biennium and the Langer 
administration, showing not a reduction, 
but an increase. 

I think the majority of the committee 
will say that we should not consider bi
ennium against biennium, but that we 
should consider the 2 years of the Langer 
administration themselves, and should 
not give hifn the benefit of the preceding 
biennium, that we should look only at the 
2 years of his administration. There is 
no doubt that the reduction in valuation 
from 1937 to 1-938 was about $3,300,000. 
Then, of course, the question immedi
ately arises, Was there any justification 
for a reduction in tax valuations of the 
Great Northern Railroad from 1937 to 
1938? I think the majority of the com
mittee knew that 1937, as compared with 
1938, was a boom year. The very records 
which were -before the committee show 
that in 1937 the Great Northern Rail
road Co. made a large profit, while in 
1938-it operated in the red. 

Before I lay this exhibit aside, I wish 
to call attention to anotper point. We 
find the majority of the committee point
ing out very emphatically and in capital 
letters that John Gray was on the board 
of equalization with Governor LANGER at 
that time. Since then he has become the 
tax commissioner. They point out that, 
instead of Mr. Gray's agreeing to the de
crease in 1938, from the figures of 1937, 
he wanted to increase the tax valua
tion of the Great . Northern by about 
$4,000,000. ' 

Mr .. President, I repeat,_ that the major
ity members of the committee make 
much of the fact that John Gray, a mem
ber of the board of equalization, wanted 
to raise -the tax valuation of the Great 
Northern Railroad in North Dakota, in
,stead of reducing it, but when the board 
voted on Mr. Gray's motion to increase the 
valuation, Senator LA:rjGER, as they say, 
and his two henchmen :voted to reduce, 
but John Gray and the other mell\ber, the 
fifth member, voted to increase. I think 
the .. record will show, however, that on 
the motion to fix the reduced valuation 
every member voted for it but John Gray. 

Let us see in how much good faith 
John Gray was acting in asking that the 
tax valuation of the property be raised 
by four million dollars in 1938. Since 
Senator LANGER. went out, John Gray, as 
I have stated, became and is now tax 
commissioner. The letter from which I 
am reading is on his letterhead, "Office 
of the State Tax Commissioner, John 
Gray, Commissioner,'~ signed by John 
Gray. I do not think anyone questions 
the signature. He wanted to raise the 
tax valuation in 1938 by $4,000,000. Very 
well. What happened? In 1939 the tax 
valuation was fixed at $61,052,793, the in
crease, as nearly as I can figure it, being · 
$600,000 or $700,000. Oh, the contami
nating influence of Senator LANGER had 
been removed then. He was not there to 
contaminate this man Gray at that time. 
But did John Gray and the board of 
equalization raise the tax valuation of 
the Great Northern by $4,000,000? No, 
they raised it by between $600,000 and 
$700,000. Is it common knowledge that 
1939 was a better year than 1938? I 
think so. That is when the war began in 
Europe. 
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The year 1940 comes along. John Gray 

is still tax commissioner. He is the man 
who wanted to raise the·tax valuation in 
1938 by $4,000,000. What does he do in 
1940? The tax valuation is fixed at 
$62,652,912. 

In 1941, the board fixed the tax valua
tion at $63,278,204. In 1'941 the increase 
of. $4,000,000 asked by Mr. Gray had not 
yet been made, even though business had 
begun to boom after the initiation of the 
lend-lease program, and under the im
petus of the war in Europe. In 1941 Gray 
had not gotten the valuation up to the 
$4,000,000 increase he wanted. 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. MURDOCK. I yield. 
Mi:'. LUCAS. Of course, the Senator 

knows that from 1938 on, in 1939, 1940, 
and 1941, John Gray was still simply one 
member of five. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Yes; I know that. 
Mr. LUCAS. I do not think there is 

anything in the record which shows, out
side of 1937 and 1938, what position the 
other four commissioners took, or what 
position John Gray took in the years the 
Senator is now discussing. I do not think 
there is anything in, the record to show 
that. I do not think there are any min-

- utes such as we produced for 1937 and 
1938. 

Mr. MURDOCK. No; there are not; 
Mr. President, and therein lies, in my 
opinion, the dereliction of the committee, 
of which I am a member, and I plead 
guilty. Why did we not go into these 
important :figures? Why did we.not find 
out why John Gray was unable to get 
the tax valuation increased $4,000,000 
after he had been in office, without the 
contaminating influence of Governor 
LANGER, for all these years? f wonder if 
the Senator from Illinois wants to imply 
that the henchmen of Senator LANGER · 
are still there using their dominating 
intluence? · 

Mr. LUCAS. I do not want to imply 
anything, but I think there are still some 
men on that board who are very friendly 
to Senator LANGER. 

Mr. MURDOCK. The Senator thinks 
Senator LANGER is still dominating the 
board? 

Mr. LUCAS. I rio not know whether 
he is still dominating the. board. I know 
he dominated. the situation in 1937 and 
1938, when he was Governor of the State. 
I wish to say further, in fairness to the 
argument being made, that what the 
conditions were in North Dakota in 1939, 
1940, and 1941, with respect to what kind 
of equalization should have been made, _ 
is pure speculation now upon the part of 
any of us, because we do not know what 
the conditions were in those years. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Yes; we do. 
Mr. LUCAS. We do not know what 

caused the board to raise the tax valua
tion $700,000 one year and a million dol- -
Iars the next year. 

Mr. MURDOCK. I cannot agree with 
the Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. LUCAS. There is no way for us 
to know. 

Mr. MURDOCK. We have in the city 
of Washington, in the -Nation's Capital, · 

.. the Interstate Commerce Commissien; . 
and, if we had been more interested in 

facts and less interested in suspicion, we 
would have sent for the records of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission and 
found out . what the facts were, but we 
did not do that. 

.Mr. LUCAS. Of cour,se, I do not at all 
agree with the Senator, with respect to 
his suggestion concerning suspicion. I 
think we have many facts in the record, 
and I think the committee, along with 
the investigators, did everything they 
possibly could or thought ought to be 
done in connection with this matter. 
Certainly Senator LANGER was given every 
opportunity to go on the witness stand, 
and he stayed there for days exphl.ining 
this matter. He had one of the greatest 
lawyers representing him that has ap
peared before any committee since I have 
been a Member of the Senate·. I think 
the Senator will agree with that state
ment. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Yes. 
Mr. LUCAS. If the counsel to whom 

the Senate had to pay thousands upon 
thousands of dollars in connection with 
this case, did not see that proposition, 
was not able to bring it forward, and did 
not think it was material enough to de.:. 
velop from the standpoint of 1939, 1940, 
and 1941, then it seems to ·me the Sen
ator is doing himself an injustice,' as 
well as all other members ·of the com.:. 
mittee, when he says we did this and 
did that upon mere suspicion. I resent 
that statement, because I do not think 
the committee did anything upon sus
picion at all. I think the committee did 
the best job it possibly could do with the 
tools it had at hand. - It was a long joQ, 
and the work was done painstakingly. as 
the Senator knows. 

Mr. MURDOCK. I think the Senator 
has made that statement three or four 
times now, and I wish to say in answer, 
Mr: President, that if it comes to a choice, 
so far as I am concerned, even though 
the choice reflects on myself as a mem- · 
ber of the committee, I am willing to 
make it in order to do justice to a man 
whose seat in the Senate is in peril. 
When . the majority of the committee 
wants to place so much credence in, and 
make so important, the statements of · 
John Gray and his action, then certainly, 
the burden of proof being on the peti
tioners, we should have called in the 
Interstate Commerce Commission, and 
called Mr. Gray here and found out why . 
this or that was done. I think I have 
the answers in the exhibit ·which is be
fore the Senate. I doubt very much 
whether the majority of the committee 
paid much attention to it, but I now want . 
to read from it to the Senate. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. MURDOCK. I yield. 
Mr. WHITE. Assuming, without a.d

mitting, that Senator LANGER dominated 
this commission, is it not factually true 
that the taxes collected for 1937, the year 
of the alleged bribe, were greater than 
the taxes in any one of the 4 years from 
1935 to 1938, inclusive? 

Mr. MURDOCK. The question is 
whether the taxes-

Mr. WHITE. Whether the taxes fo;r . 
the year 1937, the year of the alleged -
bribe, were not· greater than the taxes 

for any of the 4 years from 1935 to 1938, 
inclusive. 

Mr. MURDOCK. That statement is 
true. · 

Mr. WHITE. And is it not also true 
that even after the reduced assessment 
in 1938 the taxes for 1938 w~re greater 

- than the taxes for either of the 2 years 
preceding the incumbency of Governor 

.LANGER? 
Mr. MURDOCK. Tb,at is also true. 

.Mr. BONE. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. MURDOCK. I yield. 
Mr. BONE. If there is a suspicion at

tached to the reduction of the valuatwn 
of a utility for purposes of taxation-and 

. I am not implying it in any way in this 
question-! think it is only fair to pose 
this question to lawyers: If we are to 
assume that there is a suspicious circum
stance in the reduction of a valuation for 
taxation purposes, and the suspiLion 
arises from the mere reduction, then are 
we not to conclude that we are entitled 
to attach to the reduction by a court the 
same kind of suspicion? What sinister 

. motive could be attributed to an indi

. vidual which might not also be attrib
uted-perhaps by careless thinking-to a 
court which reduces the valuation by sev
eral million dollars? · In the name of rea:
son, what is the difference? 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? · 

·Mr. BONE. I am talking abo~t the bare , 
fact of a reduction. · 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. President, I do 
not wish to yield for a discussion between 
two-Senators. I have yielded to the Sen
ator from Washington for a question or 
observation, ?nd I wish him to state it. 
. Mr. BONE. As I say, I imply nothing; 

but I have seen valuations for rate-mak
ing purposes and tax purposes juggled 
upward and downward by regulatory 
bodies, State boards of equalization, and 
courts. If we are to attribute some rather 
sinister motive to that sort of business, 
all ·a lawyer needs to do is to take the rec
ord, and he can attribute mspicious ac
tivities to all such bodies, including the 
courts. The only evidence we have here 
is that during the Langer incumbency of 
2 years the Great Northern paid some
thing in excess of $136,000 more in taxes 
than it paid in the preceding biennium. 

Mr. MURDOCK. That is correct. 
Mr. BONE. There we have a fact, for 

whatever it is worth. In the year when 
the man is supposed to have been influ
enced by some transaction the value for 
.tax purposes goes up. I do not know what 
to make of it. I have had some experience 
in criminal cases. I do not know how a 
man should view such a circumstance, 
other than as a most astounding circum-

. stance. However, I do not want to leave 
in my own mind the thought that there 
is something wrong about a thing when 
a board does it, but that it is perfectly·an 
right when · a court does it. Are courts 
sacrosanct~ so that they may not have 
their decisions even considered by a lay
man? 

That is not the view 1 take. I am not 
the only one. Millions of people have 
scrutinized this kind of business, at times 
with -perhaps an uncharitable attitude of 
mind; but 1 do not think that a man :on 
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a bench is any better qualified to know 
about value than a rate expert in a State 
office. A judge hears the evidence and 
proceeds to dispose of the case on the 

·evidence before him in the same fashion 
in which a member of the State board 
of equalization might dispose of it; )Jut 
is he to be charged with corruption be
cause· he lowers the value? There seems 
to be some inference of corruption be
cause values were lowered in this case; 
but when a court does it in North Da
kota nobody lays profane hands on its 
decision and says that _it is tainted with 
some sort of corruption. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Let me make this 
observation with reference to what the 
courts did: If we compare the reduction 
which the courts made with the reduc
tion made by Senator LANGER, what do 
we find? We find that the lowest re
duction made by the courts was double 
the percentage of the reduction made by 
Senator LANGER. 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. MURDOCK. I yield for a ques-
tion. -

Mr. LUCAS. I do not want to permit 
the argument made by the distinguished 
Senator from Washington to pass with
out some answer:. Nobody is attaching 
any suspicion to any court reduction or 
to any reduction made by a Governor 
of a State, or by any board which has 
the power to make reductions of that 
kind. 

But when we follow up the transac
tion in connection with the real charge 
of moral turpitude involved in the sale of 
the stock, it seems to me that we have 
the right to consider, and that it is our 
duty to consider, all those things as one 
transaction. We should not consider by 
itself the transaction dealing with the 
reduced assessments or the increased as
sessments. We have to follow it through 
to its logical conclusion. 

Mr. MURDOCK. I have done so. 
Mr. LUCAS. I .know the Senator has; 

but the Senator from Washington took 
the position that that alone--

Mr. MURDOCK. The Senator from 
Washington was present when I made my 
opening remarks about Tommy Sullivan. 
What the majority of the committee 
·wants us to do is to cons:der-the fact that 
Senator LANGER received $20,000 or $25,000 
from Tommy Sullivan on a stock trans
action and, because of that, convict him 
of bribery because of the reduction in 
railroad taxes. What are the facts? 
There was not a reduction at all, but an 
increase of $136,000 in the biennium. 
Mr. President, I do not like to argue this 
point over again. 

I come now to the significance which 
the majority of the committee wfsh us 
to attach to the action of John Gray, tax 
commissioner, in desiring to raise the tax 
valuation of the Great Northern when 
Senator LANGER wanted to reduce it. I 
call attention to th.:! fact that during the 
time since Senator LANGER left the office 
of Governor, in 1939, 1940, and 1941, this 
great man, John Gray, who wanted to 
raise the tax valuation in 1938 by $4,000,-
000 has not yet succeeded in raising it. 

The Senator from Illinois asks, "What 
do we know as to whether John Gray 

had the say in the board of equalization?" 
We .do not know; but I am unwilling to 
use my imagination and ~uspicion to con
·clude that, although Senator LANGER has 
been in the Senate since 1941, his hench
men are still dominating the board in 
North Dakota, where the present Gover
nor was elected on the issue that he was 
going to bring BILL LANGER to time on 
account of his wrongdoings. I want the 
Senate to examine the facts. 

I am advised by Senator LANGER that 
one of the members who voted with Gray 
is still on the board. 

Mr. LUCAS. That still leaves him in 
the minority. 

Mr. LANGER. No. 
Mr. MURDOQK. Are we to suspect, 

because of the $25,000 transaction, that 
the contaminating in:fiuence of Senator 
LANGER is still dominating the board cf 
equalization in North Dakota? 
· Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, will the 

Senator yield? 
Mr. MURDOCK. I yield. 
Mr. LUCAS. I do not take the posi

tion that the board is still being domi
nated by the contaminating in:fiuence of 
the Senator from North Dakota. The 
only position I take is that the Senator 
from Utah does not know what the con
ditions were in 1939, 1940, and 1941 with 
respect to the factors entering into the 
determination of the assessment of that 
railroad property. 

Mr. MURDOCK. The Senator is very 
much in error. The Senator from Utah 
does know the facts. The statement 
which I made is that our committee was 
derelict because it did not know the facts. · 
I further state that if the Senator from 
Illinois had given proper weight to the 
exhibit which was submitted by Senator 
LANGER, exhibit No. 116, he could not 
have come to the conclusion, on suspicion,
as against facts, that Senator LANGER was 
guilty of bribery in this railroad matter. 

Mr. LUCAS. I do not know what he 
was guilty of; but I should like to have 
the Senator say why it was that Tommy 
Sullivan paid him $25,000 in cold cash 
for some worthless· stock. 

Mr. MURDOCK. That is not the func
tion of the Senator from Utah. The 
Senator from Utah is not engaged in the 
business of suspicion and accusation. 
From the time this case commenced down 
to the present time, the Senator from 
Utah has been more interested in the . 
facts than in suspicion and accusation. 

Mr. LUCAS. That is the reason why 
the Senator filed the type of minority 
report which he filed. He was interested 
in facts. The Senator has many mis
statements in the minority report insofar 
as what the subcommittee did and what 
the investigators did; and yet the Sena
tor talks about facts . 

Mr. MURDOCK. If anything in that 
report is too critical of what the subcom
mittee did or what the investigators did, 
I ask the Senate, What has that to do 
with the question ·whether BILL LANGER 
was guilty of bribery in the Mexican land 
transaction? What difference does it 
make what I said about the investigators 
or about the subcommittee? The ques
tion in which the Senate is interested is 
the guilt or -innocence of BILL LANGER· 

on the facts in the record. I do not care 
to di.scuss with the Senator from Illinois 
anything I said criticizing either the sub
committee or the investigators in this 
matter. 

Mr. LUCAS. If tht Senator does not 
wish to discuss it, it is all right with me. 

Mr. BONE rose. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER <Mr. LA 

FoLLETTE in the chair) Does the Sen~
tor from Utah yield, and if so to whom? 

Mr. MURDOCK, I yield to the Sena
tor from Washington 

Mr. BONE Is there anything in the 
record or in the researches of the com
mittee which indicates the basis for the 
reduction in the valuation by the Su
preme Court of North Dakota? 

Mr MURDOCK. In 1938? 
Mr. BONE. Yes. 
Mr. MURDOCK I wish to read to the 

Senate the basis of the reduction in 1938. 
Mr BONE. Is the Senator taking 

something from the court records? 
Mr MURDOCK. No; ·from the record 

made before our _committee. 
Mr. BONE. For the purpose of this 

question I am interested in what the 
court decided upon as the reason for 
reducing the value by several m1llion 
dollars. 

Mr. MURDOCK. I have no informa
tion on that question. 

Mr. LANGER. I have the decision 
before me. · 

Mr. BONE. I should like to have some 
enlightenment on that question, because 
obviously if a court is dealing in mil
lions-

·Mr. LANGER. I have before me the 
decision of the United States Supreme 
Court, which I hand to the Senator. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. President, I 
should like to go on with the matter 
concerning John Gray, to whose action 
the majority of the committee wishes to 
attach so much weight. The other day 
I asked the Senator from Illinois. when 
he was presenting the ·side of the major
ity in this case, if there was any reason 
for a reduction of taxes between 1937 
and 1938 A13 I recall the Senator's an
swer, he said -he knew of none. I asked 
the. further question, Is it not common 
knowledge that 1937 was a boom year, 
and · that all of us new dealers were 
boasting about it? Then in 1938,· begin
ning in the fall of 1937, the New Deal 
administration-including me-was con
fronted with a slump which almost 
equaled the depression of 1932 and 1933. 

Let us look at the railroad situation 
which confronted the board of equaliza
tion in North Dakota when it reduced the 
valuation for 1938 under that of 1937. 

I shall not read all this exhibit, Mr. 
President. I therefore ask that it be 
printed in the RECORD at this point as a 
part of my remarks. 

There being no objection, the exhibit 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 

GREAT NORTHERN RAILWAY Co., 
LAW DEPARTMENT, 

St. Paul, M i nn., October 27, 19.41. 
Hon. WILLIAM LANGER, 

United States Senate, 
Washington, D. C. 

DEAR SENATOR: As requested in your letter 
of October 25, I enclose herewith copies of 
exhibits 1 to 5, inclusive, which were pre-
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sented to the North Dakota Board of Equali
zation on our behalf on August 3, 1938. I 
also enclose copy of the graph referred to in 
the first paragraph, commencing on page 41 
of the transcript. This was not filed or 
given an exhibit number but was displayed 
to the board. 

Ybu may be interested in the attached 
statement showing changes which were made 
in 1938 for all railroads in North Dakota. 
You will note that the Northern Pacific and 
Milwaukee got almost as large a percentage 
reduction as the Great Northern. The Sao 
Line ultimately got a larger reduction, but 
this was through court action. 

I also enclose a statement showing what 
action was taken by other States in 1938. 
Washington and Montana. both made very 
substantial decreases, and South Dakota and 
California made much larger percentage de-

creases than North Dakota. Wisconsin and 
Oregon were the only States that made any 
increase in that year. 

Very truly yours, 
·F. G. DoRETY. 

[Encls.) 
Net railway operating income (before inter

est) class I railways, January to May, in-
clusive · 

UNITED STATES 

1930 (normal year)------------ $308,216, 827 
1937------------------------- 240,111,987 
1932 (worst prior year)-------- 99, 495, 675 
1938-----------------------·- 45,208,504 

WESTERN DISTRICT 

1930 (normal year)------------ $87,614,577 1937 __________________________ 47,068,160 
1932__________________________ 9,228,963 
1938-------------------------- 7,667,249 

Class I steam railroads, 5 months ended May 31 

GROSS REVENUE 

Decrease 1938 under 1937 

1930, normal 1932, lowest 1937 1938 prior year 
Amount Percent 

United States _____ . $2, 247,304, 489 $1,355, 204, 742 $1, 735, 221, 861 $1, 354, 268, 701 $380, 953, 160 21.95 

Western district_ _______ 813, 794, 388 476, 274, 468 619, 425, 350 512, 532, 559 106, 892, 791 17. 26 
Great Northern _________ 36, 602, 713 20,338, C54 32,087,613 23,983,251 8, 104,362 25.26 
Northern Pacific _______ _ 31,000, 135 18, 086, 038 ' 24, 93l, 934 19,662,921 5, 269,013 21.13 

NET RAILWAY OPERATING INCOME 

United States _____ $308, 216, 827 $99, 495, 675 

Western district_ _______ 87,614, 577 9, 22R, 963 
Grm~ct Northern _________ 1, 582, !l69 2, 387, 250 
Northern Pacific ________ 1, 902, 341 1, 541, 924• 

-

Net railway operating income of the Great 
Northern Ry. Co. 

1937 1938 

Decrease 

Amount Per· 
cent 

-------1-------1---- ------
. May------------ $2,753,689 ~264, 490 $2, 489, 199 90. 40 
June .. --- -----. -- 3,805,358

1

1,176,719 2,628,639 69.08 
. 6 months ended 

June 30. _ _ __ _ _ 8, 740, 351 308, 932 8, 431, 419 96. 47 

Market price-Total stocks and bonds of 
Great Northern Railway Co. 

July 1, 1937...--------------------------- -- $477,513,411 
July 1, 1938- --- -----------------~---------- 323,951,616 

D ecrease_ ________________________ ___ 153,561,795 
Percent decre"lse___________________________ 32. 16 

Iron ore tonnage handled 
To July 21, 1937 _________________ gross tons .. 10,095,970 
To July 21, 1938.-----~----------------do ... . 2, 314,520 

Decrease ________________________ do___ _ 7. 781,450 
Percent dec·rease_____________________________ 77.07 

Comparison of Gr.eat Northern, North Dakota 
1937 assessment with other States 

Cost of re- Assess-

State Assessed production ment, 
valuation less depre· percent 

ciation of cost 
----

North Dakota ____ $63, 779, 71.'. $65, 317, 892 97.65 
Montana _____ ____ 66,754,822 118, 274, 350 56.44 1938 __________ 64,391, 164 118, 21 0, 363 54.47 
Washington ______ 59,563,000 105, 906, 834 56.24 
Wisconsin ________ 12,000,000 21, 159, 903 56.71 

• 1938.- -------- 14,000,000 21,722,582 64.45 
Idaho . .. ·- -- - ---- 4, 159,620 9, 809, 233 42: 41 
South Dakota ____ 4, 145,286 7, 371, 497 56.23 
Oregon ___________ 3, 205, 154 6, 411, 226 50.00 
Iowa. __ ----- ----- 1, 519,830 4, 391, 828'" 34.61 
California ________ 1, 283, 700 3, 933,079 32.64 

TotaL. _____ 216, 411, 127 342, 575, 842 63.17 

. Percent assessment to reproduction cost in Nurth 
Dakota ____ --- -- ------ _______ --- - ___ -----_; __ ___ 97. 65 

Percent assessment to reproduction cost in other 
States (average) _------------------------------- 54.65 

$240, 111, 987 

47,068, 160 
4, 934,994 
2, 574,902 

$45, 288, 504 $194, 823, 483 

7, 667,249 54,735.409 
867, 7R7 5, 802,781 
440, 125 3, 015,027 

Cost of re-
production, . 1937 taxes 
less depre-

ciation 

81.14 

118.28 
117.57 
117. 13 

Percent or 
taxes to 
cost of. 
repro· 

duction 
---------·1------- ----- ----· 
North Dakota____ $65, 317,892 $1,286,576.78 1. 97 
Minnesota________ l15, 481,666 1, 796,473.95 1. 55 

GREAT NORTHERN EXHmiT 5 

Great Northern Ry. Co., North Dakota, 1938 
SYSTEM VALUE 

Market value capital stock, 5-
year average (p. 6, report to 
tax commissioner)----------- $70, 068, 808 1 

Market value bonds, 5-year av-
erage (p. 6, report to tax com-
missioner) ------------------ 338, 533, 614. 

Total ____________________ 408,602,422 
Less nonoperating assets, North 

Dakota method ______________ 109, 382, 868 

System stock and bond 
value, operating prop-
erty ___________________ 299,219,554 

. Net railway operating income, 5-
year average _________________ 19,344,942 

Capitalized at 6 percent (p. 11, 
report to tax commissioner) __ 322·, 415,700 

Composite system value ________ 310, 817, 627 
North Dakota proportion: 

1. Car and locomotive Percent 
mileage, 5-year av-erage _____________ 19. 35 

2. Revenue traffic units, 
5-year average _____ 17.09 

3. Gross operating reve-
nues, 5-year aver-
age ____ ------ _____ 17. 18 

4. Mileage all tracks op-
erated ____________ 20.64 

5. Physical property ____ 13.62 
6. Cost of service ratio_ 12. 62 

Average 1, 2, 3, 4, 
and 5------------- 17.58 54,641,739 

6. Cost of service ______ 12. 62 39, 225, 185 

The 1937 assessment,· $63,779,715, is $9,137,-
976, or 16.72 percent more than the highest 
computed amount. The 1937 assessment is 
$24,554,530, or 62.60 percent more than the 
computed amount using cost of service ratio. 

(Tax Division, Great Northern Ry. Co.) 
Amount of 100 percent value placed by 

each State in which Great Northern Rail
way operates (except Minnesota which is on 
gross-earnings basis) against identical 
amounts of ties, rails grading, or other 
physical property of Great Northern 

(Based on figures in Great Northern exhibit 4] 
.California-------------------------- $59. 72; 
Iovva------------------------------- 63.33 Idaho ______________________________ 77.60 
Oregon _____________________________ 91.49 

Average outside North Dakota _______ 100. 00 
South Dakota ______________________ 102. 89 
VVashington ________________________ 102.91 

- Montana-------------------------..:- 103.27 VVisconsin __________________________ 103.77 

North Dakota (45 percent above av-
. erage of other States)------------ 178. 68 

North Dakota-Statement showing compari-
son of assessed valuations of operating 
property of all railroads for the years 1937 
and 1938 

1937 1938 Decrease 

Pet. 
Great Northern __ __ $63,779,715$60,480,650 $3,299,065 5.17 
Northern Pacific ___ 42,240, 375 40, 179,096 2, 061, 279 4. 88 
Soo Line___________ 8, 600,070 17,443, 482 1, 156,588 13.45 
Milwaukee ________ 4,700,163 4,469,301 230,862 4.91 
Mid-ContinentaL_ 100,555 100,559 --- ------ ___ _ _ 
Northwestern______ 125,900 121, 529 4, 371 3. 47 
F~rgo . Grain & 

. Shipping_________ 399, G99 281, 897 118, 102 29. 53 
Brandon, Devils 

Lake & Southern. 99, 999 96, 728 3, 271 3. 27 
TotaL ______ ~lil3,i73,24216,'8'73,538 5.72 

1 As reduced by court. 

Great Northern Ry. Co.-Statement showing 
comparison of assessed values of operating 
property for the years 1~37 and 1938 

Assessed valuation 
Increase ( +) or: 

decrease (-) 
1937 1938 

Pet. 
Wisconsin _____ $12,000,000 $14,000,000 +$2,000,000 +16. 67 
Iowa _________ __ 1, 519,830 1, 429,795 -90,035 -5.92 
South Dakota __ 4, 145,286 3, 669,400 -475,886 -ll. 48 
North Dakota __ 63,779,715 60,480,650 -3,299,065 -5.17 
Montana ______ 66,754,822 64,391, 164 -2,363,658 -3.54 
Idaho __________ 4, 159,620 4, 078, 192 -81,428 -1.96 
Washington. __ 59,563,000 57,000,000 -2,563,000 -4.30 
Oregon __ ------ 3, 205,154 3, 268,858 +63, 704 +1.99 
California ______ 1, 283, 700 1, l12, 860 -170,840 -13.31 

TotaL __ 216,411,127 209,430,919 -6,980,208 -3.23 

Mr. MURDOCK. Now let us consider 
the railroad situation throughout the 
United States. I may say that I now am 
quoting from an exhibit which is attached 
to a letter of F. G. Dorety, attorney for 
the Great Northern Railroad Co., who ap
peared before the North Dakota Board of 
Equalization, in requesting a reduction 
for tax purposes. The letter and exhibit 
are a part of the record in this case. 

Throughout the entire United States, 
on class I steam railroads, for the 5 
months ended May 31, 1937, we find the 
figure $1,735,221,861; for the correspond
ing period in 1938, $1,354,268,701. That 
is the over-all picture for class I steam 
railroads; and we find that there was a 
decrease of $380,953,160, or 21.95 percent. 
In the over-all · picture for class I steam 
railroads, from 1937 to 1938, there was a 
reduction of 21.95 percent. 
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· The figures I am giving are found under 
the heading, "Gross. revenue." 

Next, let us consider the western dis
trict. Taking first the Great Northern, 
we find that in the corresponding period 
of -1937, its gross revenue was $32,087,613; 
tn 1938, $23,983,251-a decrease in gross 
Great Northern revenue of $8,104,362, or 
a percentage decrease of 25.26. That is 
.the picture of the Great Northern's de
crease in gross revenue between 1937 and 
1938. . . 

John Gr.ay, the man to whom the ma
jority of the committee paid so much at
tention, and to whose testimony they 
give so much weight, wanted to raise the 
valuation of the Great Northern in 1938, 
over 1937, by $4,000,000, notwithstanding 
the fact that the percentage of decrease 
in gross revenue was 25.26. 

Under the heading ''Net railway oper
ating income" we find that for the first 5 
months of 1937 the net railway operat
ing income of the Great Northern was 
$4,934,994 However, for the correspond
ing period in 1938 they were in the red by 
$867,787, or a decrease of $5,802,781, rep
resenting a percentage decrease of 117.57. 
Yet the majority of the committee 
criticized the board of equallzation for 
reducing the tax valuation of the Great 
Northern in 1938, instead of following 
John Gray by increasing it $4,000,000. 

0, Mr. President, if the Senate is in
terested in facts, if it is interested in 
figures, is not that the answer to the · 
question whether the tax valuation of the 
Great Northern should have been raised 
or reduced in 1938? 

Mr. BONE. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. MURDOCK. I yield. 
Mr. BONE. In the prevailing opinion 

in the case of Great Northern Railway 
against Weeks, which I take it estab
lished the law in a case of this kind, the 
court announced the view and lays down 
the dictum that the State taxing authori
ties must take · into consideration the 
:financial situation concerning the road
its revenues and allied problems of that 
character. 

Mr. :MURDOCK. Certainly; and those 
are the figures I am now putting into the 
record. Those are the figures which, in 
my opinion, let me say to the distin
guished Senator from Washington, are 
the figures on which we should have re
lied in coming to a conclusion in - this 
matter, instead of trying to do so on the 
basis of suspicion, presumption, and im
agination. 

Mr. BONE. The court seems to have 
settled the legal problem in one sentence, 
when it ~ays-

The value of petitioner's property-

And I am assuming that now it refers 
to its value for taxation purposes, ob
viously, since that is the reason for the · 
suit-

varied with the profitableness of its use, 
present and prospective. 

I assume that establishes the law in 
this case. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Now let ·us look at 
another set of figures which may have 
some value, the market price of the total 
stocks and bonds of the Great Northern 
Railway Co. As of July 1, 1937, 

the figure was $477,513,411; · as of July 
1, 1938, the figure was $323,951,616-a 
decrease from 1937 to 1938 of $153,561,~ 
795, or a percentage decrease of 32.16. 

'Next, let us look at another very im
portant set of · figures, Mr. President. 
One of the most important sources of 
revenue cif the Great Northern Railroad 
is the tonnage of iron ore that it hauls. 
The iron-ore tonnage handled to July 
21, 1937, was 10,095, 970 gross tons; the 
iron-ore tonnage handled to July 21, 
1938, was 2,31~,520 gross tons-a decrease 
of 7,781,450 gross tons, or a percentage 
decrease of 77.07. 

On another page of the exhibit, Mr. 
President, we find a statement entitled 
"North Dakota-Statement Showing 
Comparison of Assessed Valuations of 
Operating Property of All Railroads for 
the Years 1937 and 1938." I think the 
Senator from Washington will be much 
interested in the figures given in the 
statement. 

In the right-hand column, under the 
heading "Decrease," we find the follow
ing: 

Great Northern-5.17 percent. 
Northern Pacific-4.88 percent. 
Sao Line--13.45 percent. 
Milwaukee--4.91 percent. 
Northwestern-3.4,7 percent. 
Far. Grain & Shipping-29.53 percent. 
Brandon, Dev. Lake & So.-3.27 percent. 

The average decrease is 5.72 percent; 
and the decrease for the Great Northern 
was 5.17 percent. 

In the statement following the figure 
for the 1938 assessed valuation of the 
operating property of the Soo Line, we 
find an asterisk; and in the lower part of 
the statement we find the explanation 
"As reduced by court." We note that, in
stead of being reduced 4, 5, or 3 percent, 
the reduction by the court was 13.45 per
cent. 

Mr. BONE. Mr. President, will the 
Senator· yield. to me again? · 

Mr. MURDOCK. I yield. 
Mr. BONE. Let me say that, as I read 

the minority report, it seems to me that 
approximately at that time there were 
rather general reductions of valuation in 
the Northwest, including my own State of 
Washington. 

Mr. MURDOCK. I think that the only 
State in which there was an increase 
was Oregon. 

Mr. President, I think there is one re
maining charge, which I shall discuss 
tomorrow, that regarding the bond issue. 
I wish, however, to take a few minutes 
more with reference to the figures in the 
table. 
HOURS OF DUTY OF POSTAL EMPLOYEES 

During the delivery of- Mr. MURDOCK's 
address: 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President', will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. MURDOCK. For what purpose'? 
Mr. McKELLAR. I wish to ask unani

mous consent to have a bill which was 
just messaged to the Senate from the 
House, considered and passed. · -. 

Mr. MURDOCK. If there is any urg
ency fcir the passage of the bill, I will 
yield, although I Yi.elded to a similar re
quest yesterday, and was placed in my 
seat and never got up. [Laughter.] 

Mr. McKELLAR. I do not think this 
will take more than half a minute. If 
there is any indication that it will take 
longer, I shall withdraw the request. 

Mr. MURDOCK. I yield. 
Mr. McKELLAR. The House has just 

messaged to the Senate House bill 6759, 
which it passed yesterday, in which it 
fixes the hours of duty of postal em
ployees, making a slight change in the 
hours of service. A similar bill has' al
ready been reported by the Committee 
on Post Offices and Post Roads of the 
Senate, and I ask unanimous consent 
that the bill which passed the House be 
substituted for the Senate bill, and that 
it be considered, and passed. 

Mr. McCARRAN. Has the bill been 
before the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads of the Senate? 

Mr. McKELLAR. An identical bill has 
been. It was reported last week. 

Mr. McCARRAN. u~ it is the same bill 
I have in mind, some correspondence 
from postal employees has come to my 
office apparently opposing the passage of 
the bill. 

Mr. McKELLAR. If the Senator would 
prefer, I will not make the request at 
this time, but will wait until tomorrow, 
because I promised the distinguished 
Senator from Utah that I would not take 
his time. 

Mr. McCARRAN. I do not want to 
hold the bill up any lepgth of time, but 
I should like to look into the matter. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Certainly. I with
draw my request for the present. 

ADMIRAL ERNEST J. KING 

During the delivery of Mr. MuRDOCK's 
speech: 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield in order that I may take 
up an executive matter? 

Mr. MURDOCK. I yield. 
Mr. WALSH. I understand there is 

not to be an executive session, otherwise 
I would not interrupt the Senator. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con
sent, as in executive session, to report 
from the Committee on Naval Affairs the 
nomination of Admiral Ernest J. King 
to be Chief of Naval Operations in the 
Department of the Navy, with the rank 
of admiral, for a term of 4 years. 

The PRESIDING · OFFICER <Mr. 
O'DANIEL in the ehair). Is there objec
tion to the presentation of the report? 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, I ask 
unanLTD.ous consent for the immediate 
consideration of the nomination. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
nomination will be stated. 

The legislative clerk read the nomina
tion of Admiral Ernest J. King to be 
Chief of Naval Operations in the Depart
ment of the Navy, with the rank of ad
miral, for a term of 4 years. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the present consideratiol! of 
the nomination? The Chair hears none, 
and without objection, the nomination 
is confirmed. 

Mr. WALSH. I ask that the President 
. be immediately notified of the action 

taken by the Senate. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. With

out objection, the President will be noti
fied forthwith. 
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FINANCING OF WAR DAMAGE CORPORA

TION-CONFERENCE REPORT 

During the delivery of Mr. MuR~ocK'S 
speech, Mr. MALONEY submitted the 
following report: 

The committee of conference on the dis
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendment of the House to the biil (S. 2198) 
to provide for the financing of the War 
Damage Corporation, to amend the Recon
struction Finance Corporation Act, as 
amended, and for other purposes, having met, 
after full and free conference, have agreed 
to recommend and do recommend to their 
respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagree
ment to the amendment of the House and 
agree to the same with an amendment as 
follows: 

In lieu of the matter proposed to be in
serted by the House amendment insert the 
following: 

"That section 5d of the Reconstruction 
Finance Corporation Act, as amended, is 
hereby amended by inserting immediately 
before the fifth paragraph thereof the follow
ing new subparagraph: 

"'(5) To acquire real estate and any right 
or interest therein by purchase, lease, con
demnation, or otherwise, determined by the 
Corporation to be necessary or advantageous 
to the carrying out of any authority vested 
in any corporation created or organized pur
suant to this section. The Corporation is 
also authorized to sell, lease, or otherwise 
dispose of any such real estate. Proceedings 
for such condemnation shall be instituted 
in the name of the United States pursuant 
to the provisions of the act approved August 
1, 1888 (25 Stat. 357), as amended, and any 
real estate already devoted to public use 
which would be subject to condemnation in 
proceedings instituted upon application of 
any officer of the Government shall likewise 
be subject to condemnation in proceedings 
instituted upon application of the Corpo
ration as herein provided. Sections 1, 2, and 
4 of the act approved February 26, 1931 
(46 ~t11t. 1421), as amended, shall be ap
plicable in any such proceeding. Any judg
ment rendered agatnst the United States in 
any such proceeding shall promptly be paid 
by the Corporation. Immediately upon the 
vesting of title in the United States of 
America in any such proceeding, the Secre
tary of Commerce, by deed executed by him 
in the name of the United States of America, 
shall transfer the entire title or interest so 
acquired to the Corporation, and the Corpo
ration shall thereupon have ·the same rights 
with respect to any real estate so acquired as 
it has with respect to real estate acquired by 
purchase. The power to institute proceedings 
for condemnation in pursuance of this sec
tion shall terminate on June 30, 1944, or 
upon SllCh earlier date as the Congress by 
concurrent resolution, or the President by 
proclamation, may designate, but no such 
proceedings instituted prior to such termina
tion shall abate by reason thereof.' 
· "SEc. 2. The Reconstruction Finance Cor

poration Act, as amended, is hereby amended 
by inserting after section 5e thereof the 
following new sections: 

"'SEC. 5f. (a) Any department, agency, or 
independent establishment of the Govern
ment or any corporation all of the capital 
stock of which is owned or· controlled, di
rectly or indirectly, by the Government is 

· hereby authorized, notwithstanding any 
other provision of law, to sell, transfer, or 
lease, With or without consideration, to the 
Corporation or to any corporation created 
or organized pursuant to section 5d of this 
Act, any real estate and any right or interest 
therein. 

'.''SEc. 5g. (a) The Reconstruction Finance 
Corporation is hereby directed to continue to 
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supply funds to the War ' Damage Corpora
tion, a corporation created pursuant to sec
tion 5d of this Act; and the amount of notes, 
bonds, debentures, and other such obliga
tions which the Reconstruction Finance Cor
poration is authorized to issue and to have 
outstanding at any one time under existing 
law is hereby increased by an amount suffi
cient to carry out the provisions of thi.s sub
section. Such funds shall be supplied only 
upon the request of the Secretary of Com
merce, with the approval of the President, and 
the aggregate amount of the funds so supplied 
shall not exceed $1,000,000,000. The Recon
struction Finance Corporation is authorized 
. to and shall empower the War Damage Cor
poration to use its funds to provide, through 
insurance, reinsurance, or otherwise, reason
able protection against loss of or damage to 
property, real and personal, which may result 
from enemy attack (including any action 
taken by the military, naval, or air forces of 
the United States in resisting enemy attack), 
with such general exceptions as the War 
Damage Corporation, with the approval of 
the Secretary of Commerce, may deem advis
able. Such protection shall be made avail
able through the War Damage Corporation on 
and after a date to be determined and pub
lished by the Secretary of Commerce, which 
shall not be later than July 1, 1942, upon 
the payment of such premium or other 
charge. and subject to such terms and con
ditions, as the War Damage Corporation, with 
the approval of the Secretary of Commerce, 
may establish, but in view of the national 

· interest involved, the War Damage Corpo
ration shall from time to time establish uni
form rates for each type of property with 
respect to which such protection is made 
available; and, in order to establish a basis 
for such rates, such Corporation shall esti
mate the average risk of loss on all property 
of such type in the United States. Such pro
tection shall be applicable only (1) to such 
property situated in the United States (in
cluding the several States and the District 
of Columbia), the Philippine Islands, the 
Canal Zone, the Territories and possessions 
of the United States, and in such other places 
as may be determined by the President to 
be under the dominion and control of the 
United States; (2) to such property in transit 
between any points located in any of the 
foregoing; and (3) to all bridges be-.ween the 
United States and Canada and between the 
United States and Mexico: · Provided, That 
such protection shall not be applicable after 
the date determined by the Secretary of Com
merce under this subsection to property in 
transit upon which the United States Mari
time Commission is authorized to provide 
marine war-risk insurance. The War Dam
age Corporation, with the approval of the 
Secretary of Commerce, may suspend, re
strict, or otherwise limit such protection in 
any area to the extent that it may determine 
to be necessary or advisable in consideration 
of the loss of control over such area by the 
United States making it impossible or im
practicable to provide such protection in such 
area. 

"'(b) Subject to the authorizations and 
limitations prescribed in subsection (a), any 
loss or damage to any S"!lCh property sustained 
subsequent to December 6, 1941, and prior 
to the date determined by the Secretary of 
Commerce under subsection (a), may be com
pensated by the War Damage Corporation 
without requiring a contract of insurance or 
the payment of premium or other charge, and 
such loss or damage may be adjusted as if a 
policy covering such property was in tact in 
force at the time of such loss or damage.' 

"SEc. 3. The amount of notes, bonds, de
bentures, and other such obligations which 
the Reconstruction Fin~nce Corporation 1s 
authorized to issue and have outstanding at 
any one time under existing law is hereby 
increased, in addition to the increase au-

thorized ln section 2 of this Act, by $2,500,-
000,000." 

And the House agree to the same. 
FRANCIS MALONEY, 
J. H. BANKHEAD, 
GEORGE L. RADCLIFFE, 
JOHN A. DANAHER, 
ROBT. A. TAFT, 

Managers on the part of the Senat•. 
HENRY B. STEAGALL, 
CLYDE WILLIAMS, 
BRENT SPENCE, 
JESSE P. WOLCOTT, 
CHARLES L. GIFFORD, 

Managers on the part of the House . 

Mr. MALONEY. Mr. President I 
move that the conference report be now 
considered, and I ask unanimous consent 
to have printed in the RECORD at this 
point a letter from the Secretary of 
Commerce, Jesse H. Jones, addressed to 
me, in explanation of the contemplated 
procedure under this measure. 

There being no objection, the letter 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: _ 

THE SECRETARY OF COMMERCE, 
Washington, March 17, 1942. 

Hon. FRANCIS MALONEY, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. c. 

DEAR SENATOR MALONEY: In our considera
tion of rates to be charged by the War Dam
age Corporation for protection against enemy 
attack, we are of the opinion that, since losses 
resulting from the war are a national respon
sibility, there should be no discrimination in 
rates because of geographical location. 

Our thought as to appropriate rates is as 
follows: 

Ten to fifteen cents per hundred dollars' 
coverage for farms, dwellings, and commercial 
properties up to $10,000; from 15 to 20 cents 
per hundred dollars' coverage on such risks 
between $10,000 and $25,000; and graduated 
rates on all amounts above $25,000. 

I doubt thP advisability of making these 
suggestions a part of the legislation, but this 
letter could be put in the record as a part 
of the discussions. If the committee prefers 
making it a matter of legislation, there can, 
of course, be no objection. 

My thought about this is that the War 
Damage Corporation, with the approval of 
the ~cretary of Commerce, should have as 
much latitude ·as possible to fix rates for such 
protection. · 

Sincerely yours, 
JESSE H. JONES, 

Secretary of Commerce. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, 
will the Senator briefly explain how the 
conference report differs from the Senate 
bill? 

Mr. MALONEY. Mr. President, except 
for perfecting language, there was only 
one substantial change in ·the conference 
report. The Senate bill, as Senators will 
recall, provided that the War Damage 
Corporation might provide free insurance 
llp to the amount of $15,000. Excepting 
for the amount of $15,000, discretion was 
left entirely with the War Damage Corpo
ration. When the bill went to the House 
the question of free insurance was de
bated at length, and in two or three in
stances, as the result of amendments sub
mitted, votes were taken in the House, 
and all proposals to provide free insur
ance, in the amounts suggested, were re
jected. 

In conference-and I may point out 
that the conference lasted some time
we· finally unanimously agreed upon an 
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amendment which would provide in ef
fect that the insurance premiums should 
be uniform throughout the country. The 
bill as now written provides that from 
time to time the War Damage Corpora
tion shall establish rates, and that, be
cause of the national interests involved 
in the establishment of _rates, the War 
Damage Corporation shall take into ac
count all the insurable property of the 
country. 

In brief, we believe that the result of 
the conference provides that all insur
ance rates, insofar as types of insurable 
property are concerned, wilJ be uniform. 
One of the principal purposes of the 
amend~ent is to keep the rates at a low 
cost. 

In connection with the conference re
port I offered for the RECORD a letter from 
the Secretary of Commerce, -Mr. Jesse 
Jones, which tells us what the War Dam
age Corporation has in mind as to rates. 
The conferees thought that the suggested 
rates were as reasonable as could be ex-
pected. . 

I may add that the conferees were 
unanimous. 

I now move the adoption of the report. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 

objection to the present consideration of 
the conference report? The Chair hears 
none. 

The question is now on agreeing to the 
conference report. 

The report was agreed to. 
TOTAL MOBILIZATION FOR THE WAR 

EFFORT 

After the conclusion of Mr. MuRDOCK's 
speech, 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to submit a concur
rent resolution out of order, and request 
its reference to the Committee on Educa
tion and Labor. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. President, I should 
like to inquire of the Senator from Flori
da what is the subject matter of the con
current resolution? My inquiry relates 
to the -committee to which the matter is 
to be referred. 

Mr. PEPPER. I am glad to answer the 
question. It is a concurrent resolution , 
providing for a joint committee of the 

. House and Senate, to consist of seven 
Members from each body, to constitute 
a joint committee to make a study of 
means and methods by which we may . 
more perfectly secure the total mobiliza
tion of the country, to aid the country's 
armed effort. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Is not the subject prop
erly one within the jurisdiction of the 
Military Affairs Committee? 

Mr. PEPPER. I gave some considera
tion to that question, and it was a toss of 
the coin, so far as· I was concerned, 

· whether the concurrent resolution should 
go to the Committee on Military Affairs 

. or to the Committee on Education and 

. Labor. There were two considerations 
which led me to suggest the Committee on 

. Education and Labor. The first was a 
natural one, that I was a member of that 
committee. The second was that I con
templated the field to be covered by such 

. a joint committee, if one were created, to 
be beyond merely military matters. ·I 
had in mind the examination of the 

whole field of the national effort, with a 
view to determining in what way, if any, 
the country might be mobilized for effec
tive prosecution of the war. I have no 
strong feeling about the matter. I have 

· stated the considerations which led me 
to make the suggestion. 

Mr. AUSTIN. I certainly do not seek 
additional responsibility or work for the 
Committee on Military Affairs, but I 
wonder whether the Senator from Flor
ida would be willing to let the resolution 
lie over, and permit me to talk with him 
about it, before it is referred to a 
committee. 

Mr. PEPPER. I shall be very glad to 
have that done. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the 
Chair to understand that the Senator 
from Florida withdraws his concurrent 
resolution? 

Mr. AUSTIN. I have no objection to 
the concurrent resolution being offered, 
Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If it is 
offered, it will have to be referred, unless 
it is to lie on the table. 

Mr. PEPPER. Assuming that the 
committee created might examine rather 
the whole gamut of the national effort, 
not so much with a view to the military 
situation or matters touching the mili
tary, but with respect to matters per
taining to the mobilization of public 
sentiment, the more perfect ordering of 
the country's effort, principally in regard 
to civilian activities, would the Senator 
consider that the Committee on Mili
tar~· Affairs would more properly be the 
repository of the concurrent resolution 
than the Committee on Education and 
Labor, which has jurisdiction over mat
ters pertaining to education, public 
health, labor, and kindred subjects? 

Mr. AUSTIN. I am not able to answer 
the Senator's question. I should like to 
have the concurrent resolution lie over, 
so far ~s the reference is concerned. It 
will not be harmed in any way by that 
action being taken. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Let the 
Chair make the suggestion to the Sen
ator from Florida that it might perhaps 
be better to withdraw the concurrent 

. resolution, because if it is ordered to be 
printed and lie on the table and is then 
rereferred, two separate printings will be 
required. 

Mr. PEPPER. Instead of that, with 
the _ permission of the Chair, I should 
much prefer to assume that the inquiry of 
the Senator from Vermont constituted a 
suggestion that the Committee on Mili
tary Affairs would be the preferable com
mittee, and to acquiesce in that sugges
tion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair is ready to rule on the question, 
if the Senator wishes to take the ruling 
of the Chair. 

Mr. PEPPER. I should prefer that the 
concurrent resolution go to the Commit
tee on Military Affairs, insofar as that 
request might be of value to the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER <Mr. 
LA FOLLETTE in· the chair). The present 
occupant of the chair would like to state, 
with all due deference, that he is in vio-

. lent disagreement with precedent estab
lished by the esteemed former _Vice 

President, that a Senator may secure the 
reference of a bill or resolution to any 
committee to which he desires to have it 
referred. The · present occupant of the 
chair feels that the jurisdictional situa
tion, so far as committees of the Senate 
are concerned, is becoming chaotic as the 
result of that ruling. Realizing that the 
present occupant of the chair cannot es
tablish a precedent, nevertheless hoping 
to move in that direction, he would like 
to state that he overrules the request of 
the Senator from Florida, and refers the 
concurrent resolution to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, because obviously 
that committee should have jurisdiction 
of the measure. 

Mr. PEPPER. I should like to state, 
with the permission of the Chair, that the 
Chair cannot be overruling both my re
quests, because in the first instance I re
quested that the concurrent resolution be 
referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor, and then, upon the suggestion 
being made by the able Senator from 
Vermont that probably the Committee on 
Military Affairs should have jurisdiction, 
I gladly acquiesced in his suggestion and 
made the request that the concurrent 
resolution go to the Committee on Mili
tary Affairs. I do n.ot want to appear in 
the light of not having been disposed to 
the consideration of the concurrent reso
lution by the Committee on Military Af
fairs. Before the Chair ruled I did make 
the request to Which I have referred. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair begs the pardon of the Senator 
from Florida. He did not understand the 
Senator to have made -the request, and 
the Chair permits his ruling to stand 
merely as obiter dictum. · 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. President, I should 
like to 'have the opportunity of expressing 
my appreciation of the fair-mindedness 
of the Senator from Florida in acqui
escing to the suggestion I made. 

The concurrent resolution (S. Con. 
Res. 26) . submitted by Mr. PEPPER and 
referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, is as follows: 

Whereas the United States is engaged in 
war with totalitarian powers who are . waging 
total war against us; and 

Whereas it is essential to victory for our 
arms and our efforts that we mobilize our 
total strength and resources; and 

Whereas it is the sentiment of the 'Con
gress that our Nation must give every pOs
sible support to our armed forces iii waging 
this war against determined and ruthless 
enemies: Now, therefore,. be it 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of 
Representatives concurring) That there is 
hereby created a joint committee of seven 
Members of the Senate to be appointed by 
the Vice President and seven Members of 
the House of Representatives to be appointed 
by the Speaker which shall make an inves
tigation and study of how the United States 
might more effectively and efficiently mobi
lize its strength in furtherance of the war 
against our enemies so as to insure victory 
for our arms and our cause. Such commit
tee shall conduct such investigation with all 
reasonable dispatch and report such recom
mendations as it may have from time to time 
to the Senate and House of Representatives, 
and to the President if deemed desirable, and 
to such other agency, or agencies, as in the 
opinion of such joint committee migh~ be 
in the public interest. 

SEc. 2. For the purpose of this resolution 
the committee, or any duly authorized sub-
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committee thereof, is authorized to hold such 
hearings; to sit and act at such times and 
places during the sessions, recesses, and ad
journed periods of either House of the Con
gress during the Seventy-seventh and suc
ceeding Co~gresses; to employ such expe:ts, 
and clerical, stenographic, and other assist
ants; to require, by subpenr or otherwise, the 
attendance of ~uch witnesses and the produc
tion of such books papers, and documents; 
to administer ,;;uch oaths, and to take such 
testimony, and to make such expenditures as 
it deems advisable The cost of stenographic 
services to report such hearings shall not be 
in excess of 25 cents per hundred words. The 
expense of the committee, which shall not 
exceed $10,000. shall be paid one-half from 
the contingent fund of the Senate and one
half from the contingent fund of the House 
of Representatives upon vouchers approved 
by the chairman of the joint committee. 

RECESS 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. President, I 
move that the Senate take a recess until 
tomorrow at 12 o'clock noon. 

The motion was agreed to; and <at 
5 o'clock and 7 minutes p.m.) the Senate 
took a recess until tomorrow, Thursday, 
March 19, 1942, at 12 o'clock noon. 

CONFIRMATION 

Executive nomination confirmed by the 
Senate March 18 <legislative day March 
5). 1942: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY 

Admiral Ernest J. King to be Chief of Naval 
Operations in the Department of the Navy, 
with the rank of Admiral, for a term of 4 years. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
VVEDNESDAY, ~ARCH 18, 1942 

The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 
The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera 

Montgomery, D. D., offered the following 
prayer: 

Most gracious God and Father, we give 
Thee our grateful thanks in these dis
tressing days. We trust that Thou wilt 
help us to rest our souls in Thee; make 
us wise as to the source of o~r strength 
and where peace may be found. Thou 
art the One who is ever wakeful, ever 
care-taking, and ever enduring to the 
end. Thou Christ who chants that love 
which casts out fear in a way we cannot 
understand, bless us with fresh mani
festations of Thy presence. We pray 
that the pain, the wreck of life, and the 
blight of hope may work out the highest 
and the holiest good. 

We acknowledge, dear Lord, our fail
ures, our frailties, and our errors; do 
Thou forgive us an•.l enable us to put our 
forces of understanding into the deepest 
channels, counting no sacrifice too ~reat 
for the good of our country. Oh let us 
c!aim our redemption in a world whose 
builder and maker is God. In these days, 
holy unto the Lo:i:d, neither let us be 
grieved, for the joy of the Lord is our 
strength; may we therefore take pleas
ure in infirmities, in injuries, in necessi
ties, and in distresses for the sake of Him 
who died that we might live. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yes
terday was read and approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. 
Frazier, its legislative clerk, announced 
that the Senate had passed, with an 
amendment in which the concurrence of 
the House is requested, a bill of the House 
of the following title: 

H. R. 6691. An act to increase the debt limit 
of the United States, to further amend the 
Second Liberty Bond Act, and for other pur
poses. 

The message also announced that the 
Vice President had appointed Mr. 
BARKLEY and Mr. BREWSTER members Of 
the joint select committee on the part of 
the Senate. as provided for in the act 
of August 5, 1939, entitled "An act to pro
vide for the disposition of certain records 
of the United States Government," for 
the disposition of executive papers in the 
following departments and agencies: 

1. Department of Agriculture. 
2. Department of War. 
3. Federal Security Agency. Food and 

Drug Administration. 
4. Federal Security Agency, Social 

Security Board. 
5. Federal Trade Commission. 
6. Federal Works Agency. 
7. The National Archives, United 

States Food Administration. 
HON. JOHN W McCORMACK 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
proceed for 1·minute. · 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr. 

Speaker, on last Friday Boston Univer
sity, one of the great educational institu
tions of this country,- honored our . ma
jority leader by conferring upon h1m the 
degree of Doctor of Laws. I am sure I 
voice the sentiments of every Member of 
this House, regardless of which side of 
the aisle' he may sit, in saying we appre
ciate this signal honor that has come to 
the House and to our majority leader. 
He is a man of outstanding ability and 
richly merited the honor. I extend to 
h im, in behalf of the House, our heartiest 
felicitations. 

[Here ~he gavel fell.] 
· EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. THOMAS F. FORD. Mr. Speaker, 
I ask unanimous consent to revise and 
extend my remarks and include therein 
an article in this morning's Washington 
Post. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 

CECILIA PITT 

. Mr. KOPPLEMANN. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to proceed for 1 
minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. KOPPLEMANN. Mr. Speaker, 

yesterday during consideration of the 
Private Calendar, the bill <S. 1161) for 
the relief of Mrs. Cecilia Pitt, was ob
jected to. This was an outstanding 
hardship case and called for sympathy 
and favorable action by the House, but it 
was objected to. A year ago the nus
band of Mrs.-Pitt committed suicide for 
fear he would be deported to Danzig. 

The Senate passed this bill unanimously. 
The House Committee on Immigration 
reported it favorably unanimously, and 
yet it was objected to here. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that S. 1161 be restored to the Private 
Calendar, so that I may have a chance to 
explain this meritorious bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Con

. necticut? 
Mr. MOTT. Mr. Speaker, reserving 

the right to object, I was one of the mem
bers of the official objectors' committee 
who on yesterday objected to the passage 
of this bill by unanimous consent. My 
colleague the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. HANCOCK] was the other member of 
that committee who objected to the pas
sage of the bill by unanimous consent. 
Two objections having thus been offered, 
the bill was recommitted to the Commit
tee on Immigration and Naturalization. 
That committee may report it again to 
the House in an omnibus bill for consid
eration and vote if it so desires. 

Mr. KOPPLEMANN. Will the gentle
man yield at that point? 

Mr. MOTT. Yes; I y~eld. 
Mr. KOPPLEMANN. The gentleman 

from New York [Mr. HANCOCK] told me · 
he did not object. · 

Mr. MOTT. For the information of 
·the gentleman, I will say that the objec
tion of the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. HANCOCK] is in the RECORD. 

Mr. KOPPLEMANN. It is in the REc
ORD, but the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. HANCOCK] told me he did not object. 

Mr. MOTT. I am stating simply 
what the RECORD shows. However, Mr. 

·Speaker, this is ' the ·evidence as to the 
meri.t of the bill, so far as it appears to 
Member's of the House and of the object
ing committee, from the report of the 
Committee on Immigration and Natural
ization. 

In a letter from the Attorney General 
addressed to the Chairman of the Com
mittee on Immigration and Naturaliza
tion, which is printed in the Committee's 
report, from which I now read, the Attor
ney General states: 

It appears from the files of the Immigra
tion and Naturalization Service of this 
Department that Mrs. Pitt, who is approxi
mately 49 years of age-

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Mr. 
Speaker I demand the regular order. 
This is 'no time to take up the Private 
Calendar. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is, 
Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Connecticut? 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Mr. 
Speaker, I object for the time being. I 
do not think we ought to take up the 
Private Calendar out of order. 

Mr. MOTT. Mr. Speaker, this is a 
rather important matter. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has no 
discretion. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. I will re
serve the right to object until the gentle
man reads the letter, but we a_re taking 
up a matter that was disposed of on yes
terday. 

Mr. MOTT. I thank the gentleman. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 

Connecticut [Mr. KoPPLEMANNJ has made 
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a perfectly proper parliamentary request 
and the Chair must entertain it. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. I am not 
quarreling with the Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
Oregon lMr. MoTTJ reserved the right to 
object. 

Mr. MOTT. And the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. RANKIN] has withdrawn 
his objection to my proceeding under that 
reservation. · 

If I may continue with the letter-and 
my statement will be very brief, I may say 
to the gentleman: 

Her husband, Aron Pitt, who was 49 years 
of age at the time of his death, was a native 
and citizen of Poland. Mrs. Pitt entered the 
United States as a quota immigrant on 
October 5, 1926. Her husband had pre
viously entered the United States on March 6, 
1925, also as a quota immigrant. Both re
ceived their visas under the · German quota 
by claiming birth in Germany, although they 
had been born elsewhere. On May 28, 1935, 
Mr. Pitt became a naturalized citizen of the 
United States . Thereafter, on May 25, 1939, 
his certificate of citizenship was canceled on 
the ground that it had been fraudulently pro
cured. At the same time, both. Mr. and Mrs. 
Pitt were convicted in the United States Dis
trict Court for the District of ·connecticu.t on 
pleas of nolo contendere on charges of fraud 
in procuring Mr . Pitt's American citizenship . 
Mrs. Pitt resides in ·Hartford, Conn., where 
Mr . Pitt was engaged in the insurance and 
real estate businesses. She. has two Amer .. 
ican-born children, whose ages are 10 and 12, 
respectively . 

Now, the gentleman from Connecti
cut called me on the telephone this 
morning, reminding me of the fact that 
I had objected to consideration and pas
sage of this bill by unanimous consent. 
I did object, after very thorough study, 
which, as a member of the objections 
committee, I always try to give to bills 
on the Private Calendar. I stated to the 
gentleman what my general attitude was 
on bills of this kind, which seek to legal
ize the admittedly fraudulent entrance 

·of aliens into the United States. 
The gentleman bluntly informed me, 

'if that was my attitude to go ahead and 
object to his unanimoll'S· consent request 
to reconsider the bill today, but he 
warned me that if I d'd so he intended 
to object to every unanimous-consent re
quest that I should make to the House 
from now on. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I simply do not care 
to be bluffed or threatened in that man
ner by the gentleman from Connecticut, 
or any other Member, and I am sure no 
Member except the gentleman from Con
necticut would ever undertake to 
threaten or bluff me. For this reason, 
Mr. Speaker, in addition to the reason 
that I feel my objection on yesterday 
was well grounded, I must object at this 
time to the gentleman's unanimous
consent request to restore the bill to 
the calendar and pass it by unanimous 
consent. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is heard. 
COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS: PER

MISSION TO SIT DURING SESSIONS OF 
HOUSE 

Mr. ViNSON of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, 
I ask unanimous consent that the Com
mittee on Naval Affairs may have per
mission to sit during the sessions of the 
House for the balance of the week. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Georgia? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, 

I ask unanimous consent to address the 
House for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Georgia? · 
. Mr. KOPPLEMANN. Mr. Speaker, I 
object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is heard. 
Mr. KOPPLEMANN. I am going to 

object all the way through to everything. 
Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent--
Mr. KOPPLEMANN. Mr. Speaker, 

much as I regret it, I object. 
Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Mr. 

Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will 

state it. 
Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Is there 

not a way for the Congress to proceed 
in this emergency without being ham
strung by one individual? 

The SPEAKER. That is not a par
liamentary inquiry. 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. I think 
it is. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has recog
nized the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for 30 
seconds. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection 
the gentleman may proceed for 30 
seconds. · 

There was no objection. 
Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I 

would like the 'lttention of the gentle
man from Connecticut. 

Mr. Speaker, the gentleip.an from Con
necticut is a man for whom I have a 
profound feeling of respect. The House 
is a very to!erant body. We are all 
human beings, and we make {)Ur mis
takes of judgment. Sometimes we are 
emotional. I am not passing .judgment 
on the action of any Member because I 
am the most severe judge of myself and 
do not like to judge my fellow man. 

Even though the gentleman from Con
necticut feels that the objection ad
vanced against him was wrong, the gen
tleman will make a very serious mistake 
if his reaction is to object to every 
unanimous-consent request that is sub
mitted. 

My few observations are directed to 
the reason of the gentleman from Con
necticut-a gentleman who is very rea
sonable and not emotionally minded. I 
am sure the gentleman will not further 
object to unanimous·consent requests. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for . one
half of a minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection ~o 
the request of the gentleman from New 
York that he proceed for half a minute? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. DICKSTEIN. I WI'ID~ to ask unan

imous consent that the Senate bill re
ferred tn by the gentleman from Con
necticut be restored to the Private 
Calendar, with the understanding that 
the committee will give the matter fur
ther study and file a supplemental report 

and take the matter up with the objector 
in order that we may get some procedure. 

Mr. HALLECK. Mr. Speaker, reserv
ing the right to object--

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. There 
is no use reserving the right to object; 
I object. 

Mr. KOPPLEMANN. Then I shall 
continue to object, if I cannot get fair 
action in this House. 

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 

Mr. WOODRUFF of Michigan. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
today, after disposition of matters on the 
Speaker's table and at the conclusion of 
such special orders as may have been 
heretofore. entered, I may be permitted to 
address the House for 10 minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the· request of the gentleman from Michi
gan [Mr. VVOODRUFF]? 

Mr. KOPPLEMANN. Mr. Speaker, I 
object. 
EXTENDING AUTHORITY OF THE RECON

STRUCTION FINANCE CORPORATION 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
STEAGALL]. 

Mr. STEAGALL. Mr. Speaker, I call 
up the conference report on the bill 
(S. 2198) to provide for the financing of 
the War Damage Corporation, to amend 
the Reconstruction Finance Corporation 
Act, as amended, and for other purposes. 

Mr. KOPPLEMANN. Mr. Speaker, I 
. object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can
not object. The gentlemaq from Ala
bama is proceeding under the rules of the 
House. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
Mr. STEAGALL. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that the statement of 
the managers ·on the part of the House 
may be read in .lieu of the full report. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ala.:. 
bama [Mr. STEAGALL]? 

Ther·e was no objection. 
The Clerk read the statement of the 

managers on the part of the House. 
The conference report and statement 

are as follows: 

CONFERENCE REPORT 

The committee of conference on the dis
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendment of the House to the bill (S. 2198) 
to provide for the financing of the War 
Damage Corporation, to amend the Recon
struction Finance Corporation Act, as 
amended, and for other purposes, having met, 
after full and free conference, have agreed 
to recommend and do recommend to their 
respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagree
ment to the amendment of the House and 
agree to the same with an amendment as 
follows: 

In lieu of the matter proposed to be in
serted by the House amendment insert the 
following: 

"That section 5d of the Reconstruction 
Finance Corporation Act, as amended, is 
hereby amended by inserting immediately 
before the fifth paragraph thereof the follow
ing new subparagraph: , 

"'(5) To acquire real estate and any right 
or interest therein by purchase, lease, con
demnation, or otherwise, determined by the 
Corporation to be necessary or advantageous 
to the carrying out of any authority vested 
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. in any corporation created or organized pur

suant to this sectio"n. The Corporation is 
also authorized to sell, lease, or otherwise 
dispose of any such real estate. Proceedings 
for such condemnation shall be instituted 
in ·the name of the United States pursuant 
to the provisions of the Act approv~d August 
1, 1888 (25 Stat. 357), as amended, and any 
real estate already devoted to public use 
which would be subject to condemnation in 
proceedings instituted upon application of 
any officer of the Government shall likewise 
be subject to condemnation in proceedings 
instituted upon application of the Corpo
ration as herein provided. Sections 1, 2, and 
4 of the Act approved February 26, 1931 
(46 Stat. 1421), as amended, shall be ap
plicable in any such proceeding. Any judg
ment rendered against the United States in 
any such proceeding shall promptly be paid 
by the Corporation. Immediately upon the 
vesting of title in the United States of 
America in any such proceeding, the Secre
tary of Commerce, by deed executed by him 
in the name of the United States of America, 
shall transfer the entire title or interest so 
acquired to the Corporation, and the Corpo
ration shall thereupon have the same rights 
with respect to any real estate so acquired as 
it has with respect to real estate acquired by 
purchase The power to institute proceedings 
for co1,1demnation in pursuance of this sec
tion shall terminate on June 30, 1944, or 
upon such earlier date as the Congress by 
concurrent resolution, or the President by 
proclamation, may designate, but no such 
proceedings instituted.prior to such termina
tion shall abate by reason thereof.' 

"SEc. 2. The Reconstruction Finance Cor
poration Act, as amended, is hereby amended 
by inserting after section 5e thereof the 
following new sections: 

"'SEC. 5f. (a) Any department, agency, or 
independent establishment of the Govern
ment or any corporation all of the capital 
stock of which is owned or controlled, di
rectly or indirectly, by the Government is 
hereby authorized, notwithstanding any 
other provision of law, to sell, transfer, or 
lease, with or without consideration, to the 
Corporation or to any corporation created 
or ·organized pursuant to section 5d of this 
Act, any real estate and any right or interest 
therein. 

."'SEc. 5g. (a) The Reconstruction Finance 
Corporation is hereby directed to continue to 
supply funds to the War Damage Corpora
tion, a corporation created pursuant to sec
tion 5d of this Act; and the amount of notes, 
bonds, debentures, ·and other such obliga
tions which the Reconstruction Finance Cor
poration is authorized to issue and to have 
outstanding at any one time under existing 
law is hereby increased by an amount suffi
cient to carry out the provisions of this sub
section. Such funds shall be supplied only 
upon the request of the Secretary of Com
merce, with the approval of the President, and 
the aggregate amount of the funds so supplied 
shall not exceed $1,000.000,000. The Recon
struction Finance Corporation is authorized 
to and shall empower the War Damage Cor
poration to use its Iunds to provide, through 
insurance, reinsurance, or otherwise, reason
able protection against loss of or damage to 
property, real and personal, which may result 
from enemy attack (including any action 
taken by the military, naval, or air forces of 
the United States in resisting enemy attack), 
with such general exceptions . as the War 
Damage Corporation, with the approval of 
the Secretary of Commerce, may deem advis
able. Such protection shall be made avail
able through the War Damage Corporation on 
and after a date to be determined and pub
lished by the Secretary of Commerce which 
shall not be later than July 1, 1942, upon 
the payment of such premium or other 
charge, and subject to such terms and . con
ditions, as the War Damage Corporation, 
with the approval of the Secretary of Com-

merce, may establish, but, in view of the na
tional interest involved, the War Damage 
Corporation -shall from time to time estab
lish uniform rates for each type of property 
with respect to which such protection is made 
available, and, in order to establish a basis 
for such rates, such Corporation shall esti
mate the average risk of loss on all property 
of such type in the United States. Such pro
tection shall be applicable only ( 1) to such 
property situated in the United States (in
cluding the several States and the District 
of Columbia), the Philippine Islands, the 
Canal Zone, the Territories and possessions 
of the United· States, and in such other 
places as may be determined by the President 
to be under the dominion and control of the 
United States, (2) to such property in transit 
between any points located in any of the 
foregoing, and (3) to all bridges between the 
United States and Canada and between the 
United States and Mexico: Provided, That 
such protection shall not be applicable after 
the date determined by the Secretary of Com
merce under this subsection to property in 
transit upon which the United States Mari
time Commission is authorized to provide 
marine war-risk insurance. The War Dam
age Corporation, with the approval of the 
Secretary of Commerce, may suspend, re
strict, or otherwise limit such protection in 
any area to the extent that it may determine 
to be necessary or advisable in consideration 
of the loss of control over such area by the 
United States making it impossible or im
practicabl.e to provide such protection in such 
area. 

"'(b) Subject to the authorizations and 
limitations prescribed in subsection (a), any 
loss or damage to any such property sustained 
subsequent to December 6, 1941, and prior 
to the date determined by the Secretary of 
Commerce under subsection (a). may be com
pensated by the War Damage Corporation 
without requiring a contract of insurance or 
the payment of premium or other charge, and 
such loss or damage may be adjusted as if a 
policy covering such property was in fact in 
force at the time of such loss or damage.' 

"SEc. 3. The amount of notes, bonds, de
bentures, and other such obligations which 
the Reconstruction Finance Corporation is 
authorized to issue and have outstanding at 
any one time under existing law is hereby 
increased, in addition to the increase au
thorized in section 2 of this Act, by $2,500,-
000,000." 

And the House agree to the same. 
HENRY B. STEAGALL, 
CLYDE WILLIAMS, 
BRENT SPENCE, 
JESSE P. WOLCOTT, 
CHARLES L. GIFFORD, 

Managers on the part of the House. 
FRANCIS MALONEY, 
J. H. BANKHEAD, 
GEORGE L. RADCLIFFE, 
JoHN A. DANAHER, 
ROBT. A. TAFT, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 

STATEMENT 
The managers on the part of the House 

at the conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the amendment of the 
House to the bill (S. 2198) to provide for 
the financing of the War Damage Corpora
tion, to amend the Reconstruction Finance 
Corporation Act, as amended, and for other 
purposes, submit the following statement in 
explanation of the effect of the action agreed 
upon by the conferees and recommended in 
the accompanying conference report: 

Section 1 of the Senate bill and of the 
House amendment authorized the Recon
struction Finance Corporation to acquire 
real estate by purchase, lease, condemnation, 
or otherwise to the extent that the Corpora
tion determined it to be necessary or advan
tageous to carrying out any authority vested 

in a corporation created or organized under 
section 5d of the Reconstruction Finance. 
Corporation Act, as amended. Under the 
Senate bill the power of condemnation 
granted to the Corporation was not to be 
exercised after the expiration of the Second 
War Powers Act of 1942. The House amend
ment provided that power to institute pro
ceedings for condemnation should terminate 
upon the conclusion of the present war or 
at such earlier time as the Congress by con
current resolution, or the President, might 
designate, subject to the limitation that no 
proceedings for condemnation instituted prior 
to such termination should abate by reason 
thereof, or by reason of the expiration of the 
Corporation's period of succession. 

The conference agreement provides for 
terminating the power of condemnation 
granted to the Corporation by section 1 on 
June 30, 1944, or on an earlier date desig
nated by the Congress by concurrent reso
lution or by a Presidential proclamation. 
As provided in the House amendment, pro
ceedings for such condemnation instituted 
prior to such termination are not to abate 
by reason thereof, but the reference to ex
piration of the Corporation's period of suc
cession (January 22, 1947) is eliminated 
because of the earlier termination date 
(June 30, 1944) specified in the conference 
agreement. 

Both the Senate bill and the House 
amendment authorized the Reconstruction 
Finance Corporation to supply funds in an 
aggregate amount of not to exceed $1,000,-
000,000 to the War Damage Corporation. 
Under the Senate bill the War Damage Cor
poration was to be authorized to use its 
funds to provide, through insurance, rein
surance, or otherwise: reasonable protection 
against loss of or damage to tangible real 
and personal property which may result 
from enemy attack, with such general ex
ceptions as such Corporation with the ap
proval of the Federal Loan Administrntor 
might deem advisable. Under the House 
amendment such protection was to be af
forded against loss . of or damage to prop
erty, real and personal, which may result, 
or may have resulted, from enemy attack 
or from any action taken by the military, 
naval or air forces of the United States in 
resisting or guarding against enemy attack. 

The Senate bill provided that such pro
tection in an amount not more than $15,000 
might be provided to the owner of any such 
property without requiring the payment of 
a premium by or other charge to such 
owner. The payment of a reasonable pre
mium or other charge was required, how
ever, where protection was provided in a 
greater amount. In all cases such protec
tion was to be made available in accord
ance with terms and conditions to be pre
scribed by the War Damage Corporation 
with the approval of the Federal Loan 
Administrator. 

The House amendment provided that the 
protection was to be made available upon 
the payment of such premium and subject 
to such terms and conditions as the Corpora
tion, with the approval of the Secretary of 
Commerce, might establish. The House 
amendment also provided that any such loss 

· or damage sustained prior to the approval of 
the act or ·prior to a date determined by the 
Secretary of Commerce (not later than July 
1, 1942) might be compensated by the War 
Damage Corporation without requiring a 
contract of insurance or the payment of a 
premium or other charge. 

Under the Senate bill the protection was 
limited to (1) property situated in the 
United States, the Philippine Islands, the 
Canal Zone, the Terr-itories and possessions 
of the United States, and such other places 
as the President determined to be under the 

. dominion and control of the United States, 
and (2) to such property in transit between 
any points located in any of the foregoing. 
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The House amendment provided, in addition , 
for extending su ch protect ion to bridges be
tween the United States and Canada and 
the United St ates and Mexico. but it added 
a limitation that the protect ion was not to be 
extended to property in transit upon which 
the United •States Maritime Commission is 
authorized to provide marine war-risk insur
ance. 

The House amendment also provided that, 
with the approval of the Secretary of Com
merce, the War Damage Corporation might 
suspend, restrict, or otherwise limit such 
protection in any area that it determined 
necessary or advisable in consideration of 
the loss of control by the UI}.ited States or 
other factors making it impossible or im
practicable to provide such protection 
therein . 

The conference agreement provides that 
the reasonable protection which the War 
Damage Corporation is to be authorized to 
make available is to cover loss of or damage 
to property. real and personal, which may 
result from enemy attack (including any 
action taken by the military, naval or air 
forces of the United States in resisting ene
my attack). The "general exception" provi
sion of the Senate bill is retained The 
Szcretary of Commerce is required to deter
mine and publish a date. which is not to be 
later than July 1, 1942, on which such pro
tection will be available. The provisions of
the House amendment with respect to the 
location of property to be covered (includ~ 

inf' bridges between the United States and 
Canada and Mexico) are retained in sub
stance, and the House limitation on cover
age of "property in transit" is to apply after 
the date so determined by the Secretary of 
Commerce. 

Under the conterence agreement, the pro
visions of the House amendment, relating to 
compensation without requiring a contract 
of insurance or the payment of a premium 
or other charge, are made applicable in the 
case of loss of or damage to property between 
December 6. 1941, and the date so determined 
by the Secretary of Commerce 

The conference agreement also provides 
that, in view of the national interest involved, 
the War Damage Corporation shall from time 
to time establish uniform rates for each type 
of property with respect to which such pro
tection is made available, and that, in order 
to establish a basis for such rates. the War 
Damage Corporatior shall estimate the aver
age risk of loss on all property of such type 
in the United States. 

HENRY B. STEAGALL, 
C LYDE WILLIAMS, 

BRENT SPENCE, 
JESSE P . WOLCOTT, 
CHARLES L.· GIFFORD, 

Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Will the gentleman 
yield for a question or two? 

Mr. STEAGALL. I yield to the gentle
man. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Will the gentleman 
explain to us a little more clearly the 
provision with reference to insurance 
premiums that are to be charged. In 
other words, is there any limit as to the · 
amount of insurance that may be carried 
free of cost to those insured? 

Mr. STEAGALL. The bill passed by 
the House provided a system of insur
ance by contract and assessment, and 
that provision was retained by the con
ferees. There is no provision for free 
insurance except pending the time when 
the plan that will be established under 
the bill can be put into effect, which will 
be not later than the end of the fiscal 
year, or at such earlier date · as may be · 
announced by the Corporation. As I 

st ated, that is the plan provided in the 
House bill. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Let us take a case 
subsequent to next July 1, we will say, 
and beyond that date. 

Mr. STEAGALL. Beyond that date all 
insurance is :Jy contract. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. On which a pre-
mium must be paid? . 

Mr. STEAGALL. On which premium 
charges must be paid. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Is the language 
clear and brief as to how the premium 
shall be arrived at? 

Mr. STEAGALL. If the gentleman will 
read the concluding paragraph of the 
statement of the conferees, or the pro
vision of the bill as agreed upon in con
ference, he will see that wide latitude 
and discretion is given the officials of the 
Corporation in fixing charges or assess
ments. There is a provision incorporated 
in the conference report to the effect that 
in determining '"he assessment to be im
posed the Corporation shall estimate the 
total value of all property in the country 
of a certain type, and the rate must be 
uniform. That is the view that obtained 
when the present plan of protection was 
instituted that the losses caused by dam
age to property during the war should 
be the burden of the Nation as a whole, 
and that view is followed in the plan 
upon which assessments are to be made 
by the Corporation. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. In other words, 
those in the interior, for instance, will 
have to pay. the same rate of insurance, 
although the risk might or might not be 
q,s great as those located on the seacoast? 

Mr. STEAGALL. We approached the 
problem from the viewpoint that the 
problem is a national one, that the bur
den should be borne by the Nation as a 
whole, and, as a matter of fact, nobody 
knows just where the greatest risk will 
be experienced. Of course, we do not 
expect any extensive bombings or de
struction of property in · the United 
States, but if it comes there is no way 
at all under modern methods of warfare 
to tell just what community or what 
particular section might face the greatest 
danger. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I thank the chair
man of the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

Mr. KEAN. Will tne gentleman yield? 
Mr. STEAGALL. I yield to the gentle

man from New Jersey. 
Mr. KEAN. If you carry out this uni

form rate, that will mean the rate will 
be cheaper on the seacoast and a little 
higher in the interior than would other
wise be justified? 

Mr. STEAGALL. That conclusion 
may turn out to be justified or it may 
not. It will require experience under 
actual operations of the plan to deter
mine· whether that will be the case or 
not. 

Mr. KEAN. Is that not apt to mean 
nobody will take it out in the interior, 
and everybody will take it out on the 
seacoast? 

Mr. STEAGALL. No; it is not ex
pected that everybody will take this in
surance, but in fixing the rates of assess
ment the number of beneficiaries or ap
plicants will, of course, enter into the 

matter of cost. An insurance company 
in undertaking to assess a rate or arrive 
at a fair charge would, I should think, do 
just what the bill provides. An effort 
would be made to find out the total value ..... 
of a property of a certain type through
out the country before . undertaking to 
adjust rates. · 

Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. STEAGALL. I yield to the gentle
man from Texas. 

Mr. PATMAN. There was one thing 
about which the House was very positive, 
and that was that we would have no free 
insurance. Does the bill the conferees 
have brought back provide for any free 
insurance of any kind or character 
whatever? 

Mr. STEAGALL. None whatever, ex
cept during the period within which to 
perfect and put into operation the plan 
that will be permanent, which, of course, 
is the plan provided in the House bill. I 
have my own individual views about that 
phase of the legislation, but that is what 
the House did, and the conferees agreed 
to the House provision. 

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? · 

Mr. STEAGALL. I yield to the gentle
man from Ohio. 

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. Under the tem
porary arrangement until the contracts 
are written, say July 1, are the sinkings 
that are taking place at the present time 
covered by the temporary arrangement? 

Mr. STEAGALL. Yes. 
Mr. SMITH of Ohio. Is there any pro

vision for taking care of these men who 
are losing their lives? 

Mr. STEAGALL. This does not deal 
with life insurance in a;ny form. 

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. This takes care 
of the property alone? 

Mr. STEAGALL. The property en
tirely. 

Mr. Speal{er, I yield 10 minutes to the 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. WoL
coTT]. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. Speaker, as this 
conference report is. returned to the 
House it is signed by all the conferees 
on the part of the House because it ex
presses, I believe, the House version of 
the bill with some additions which per
fect that bill. 

I presume that any fundamental ob
jection which any of the Members of the 
House may have to this manner of pro
viding insurance presents only an aca
demic question at the present time, but 
I want to use at least part of my t ime 
to call attention to something which I 
think is much more important than this 
particular conference report. 

This bill and this conference report is 
indicative of a change which we are ex
periencing in our national and our po
·uticallife. It indicates in some essential 
particulars that the Congress of the 
United States is in a position of impo
tency. The Congress of the United States 
should be the policy-making department 
of the Government. It may be somewhat 
sophomoric to call attention to the fact 
that we have in this Government three 
distinct, integrated branches of the Gov
ernment, the legislative, the executive, 
and the judicial. Vve are taught from 
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childhood to respect the office of the 
President of the United States. The 
office of the Supreme Court is almost 
sacred to us. Through a series of events 
which have transpired, however, the Con
gress of the United States has been hu
miliated and ridiculed into such an im
potent state that the people of the United 
Etates, in their anxiety concerning the 
perpetuation of the American form of 
Government, have felt the ineffectiveness 
of the only direct voice they have in Gov
ernment. In each of the dictator coun
tries, the power and prestigt of the legis
lative branch of the government had to 
be destroyed before totalitarianism could 
prevail. As gradually the representative 
branch lost its jurisdiction over policies; 
proportionately the dictator ascended to
ward total sovereignty and ultimate des
potism. The United States Congress is 
the only remaining bulwark against col
lectivism and socialism. To destroy its 
effectiveness as such either by ridicule or 
usurpation spells the end of American 
democracy. 

Understand that this Corporation, the 
War Damage Corporation, establishes po
tential liabilities running into billions of 
dollars. It was created under section 
5 (d), subdivision (3), clause (g), of the 
Reconstruction Finance Corporation Act, 
which provides that the Federal Loan 
Administrator, with the approval of the 
President, .is authorized to create a cor
poration with power-
to take such other action as the President and 
the Federal Loan Administrator may deem 
necessary to expedite the national defense 
program, but the aggregate amount of the 
funds of the Reconstruction Finance Cor
poration which may be outstanding at any 
one time for carrying out this clause (g) 
shall not exceed $200,000,000. 

This is Public Law No: 108, Seventy- . 
seventh Congress. 

Under the abo~e language the War 
Damage Corporation was created and 
$100;000,000 of the $200,000,000 made 
available to it. 

This corporation put a binder on every 
piece of property. It gave every proper
ty owner in the United States free insur
ance from enemy attack, creating a po
tential and contingent liability on the 
part of the people of the Cnited States of 
perhaps billions of dollars. It estab
lished a policy whereby private losses 
would be paid out of the Federal Treas
ury as soon as they were adjudicated, at 
a time when every effort is being· made to 
get into that Treasury all the pennies our 
school children may save and all the 
dollars their parents may get together to 
carry on the war effort. 

Of course, if this had been presented 
to the Congress before it was done, com
mon sense would have necessitated the 
subordination of private interests to the 
carrying on of the war. We have done 
everything we could to get money into 
the Treasury. We have increased the 
taxes, we have mad~ · available defense 
bonds and stamps in denominations from 
10 cents up. All in an effort to get money 
to carry on the war. By this bill we 
create a potential drain upon the Treas
ury of billions of dollars, at a time when 
the Treasury can least withstand that 
burden. 

The proper thing to have done, and had 
it been presented to the Congress before 
this policy obligating these billions was 
initiated by the executive branch of the 
Government it probably would have been 
done, was ·to have established a commis
sion to adjudicate these losses. A report 
would have been made to the Congress 
and the Congress would have decided 
whether the Treasury of the United 
States was in a position to pay these 
losses. In other words, private enter
prise and private losses should be and 
must be subordinated to the war effort, 
but we have littl~or nothing to say about 
that. To my knowledge no Member of 
Congress was consulted before the Cor
poration was created. Has the Congress 
.become so impotent and ineffective as the 
mouthpiece of our people, that the Execu
tive was jj.1stified in so completely ignor
ing it in the establishment of this new 
and untried policy which binds us to ap
r:ropriate perhaps billions of dollars? 

The most flimsy language was used as 
an authority. Can you affiliate in any 
manner whatsoever thf. language of the 
act wherein it authorizes the creation of a 
corporation to expedite national defense, 
with the establishment of a corporation 
having potential liabilities of 'billiOQS of 
dollars to give free property insurance 
against enemy- attack? 

The reason given to me was that it 
established and maintained morale. On 
the same premise, we should repeal all 
of our war-tax laws. On the same 
premise, of course, we should reimburse 
all losses to nonwar industries which 
have had to go out of business because 
material used by them was needed for 
guns, planes, tanks, and ships. On the 
same premise, of course, we should give 
a free hand to enterprise to go out and 
do as they please. But no, we have regi
mented industry, we have regimented 
the resources of this country to carry on 
a war effort, and we have logically not 
seen fit to decrease the intensity of our 
war effort because of its possible effect 
on morale. Nothing is so destructive of 
morale as unsound fiscal and war poli
cies. 

Morale will be able to withstand these 
shocks, and morale would have been able 
to withstand such shocks if it had not 
been for the demagogic appeal which 
has been made to every property owner 
of the United States. There is little the 
Congress can do now, if faith with the 
people is kept, but to adopt the confer
ence report. All this bill does and all 
it is intended to do is to confirm the 
action which has already been taken 
with questionable authority. It is ad
.visable that the country at large share 
any losses from enemy attack. . This bill 
accomplishes that purpose. 

We have provided that the rates shall 
be uniform, and we who are outside of 
the risk areas are glad of the opportunity 
to establish as a policy that the people 
in the risk areas shall not pay a dis
proportionate amount for this insurance 
now that the policy has been established. 

So we adopted some language as a 
compromise which has as its purpose the 
establishment of two policies. 

Mr. Claude E. Hamilton, general coun
sel of . the Reconstruction Finance Cor-

poration, has interpreted the language in 
respect to these policies in advance for 
us. 

The language used is as follows: 
But in view of the national interest in

volved, the War Damage Corporation shall 
from time to time establish uniform rates for 
each type of property with respect to which 
such protection is made available, and, in 
order to establish a basis for such rates, such 
Corporation shall estimate the average risk 
of loss on all property of SUQh type in the 
United States. 

In answer to my inquiry of Mr. Claude 
E. Hamilton as to how this language 
would be interpreted, he informed me, and 
informed the conferees, that his interpre
tation of the language which I have just 
read would be that, first, it would estab
lish a uniform rate throughout the 
United States on the various types of 
property, and second, it enunciated the 
intent of the Congress that the premium 
rate should be established as low as it 
could be, consistent with good business 
practices, but that it did not otherwise 
set up a standard for the establishment 
of any rate. 

I make this a part of the RECORD so 
that there will be no question of legis
lative intent. 

[Here the gavel fell.J 
Mr. STEAGALL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

5 minutes to the gentleman from Massa
chusetts [Mr. GIFFORD]. 

Mr. GIFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
permission to revise and extend my re
marks in the RECORD and to include in 
those . remarks a letter from Secretary 
Jones. 

The SPEAKER. . Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mas
sachusetts? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. ROLPH. Mr. Speaker, will the 

gentleman yield? 
Mr. GIFFORD. Yes. 
Mr. ROLPH. Referring to the state

ment of the gentleman from Michigan 
[Mr. WoLCOTT], the ranking member of 
the committt.e, that you have advocated 
uniform rates . all over the country, on 
behalf of one of the districts in the stra
tegic area, I want to thank the members 
of the committee and the conferees for · 
establishing that policy. 

Mr. GIFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I think 
it is in the minds of very many of us to 
inquire what these rates may probably 
be. We have been trying in the last sev
eral days, while in conference, to get that 
information, and it was understood that 
when the conferees finally reported a 
letter from Secretary Jones would be in
corporated in this report. Perhaps I 
was in error, so I rise at this time to · 
assure you as far as I can that the Sec
retary has given us interesting informa
tion as to probable rates. He intends to 
see to it that insurance companies do as 
much of this business as possible and 
that they charge not much more than 
$1 per thousand on residential property. 
That is, if you want to insure your home 
for $5,000, have a rider placed on your 
present insurance policy at a cost of not 
more than a $5 premium for a $5,000 
policy. I imagine no one would say that 
that rate would be unreasonable. Re
specting other types of property, the 
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Secretary was more reserved in his state
ment. On some other properties that 
are especially valuable and perhaps 
placed in especially dangerous locations, 
he may decide to have a rate, as in the 
case of income taxes, that is,. a so-called 
graduated rate. I imagine, for instance, 
the Empire State Building would lend 
itself, probably, to being a real risk; and 
if the owners wanted to insure for a very 
large amount, a higher rate might be 
imposed. 

THE SECRETARY OF COMMERCE, 
Washington, D. C., March 17, 1942. 

Hon. FRANCIS MALONEY, 
United States Senate, 

Washington, D. C. 
DEAR SENATOR MALONEY: In our considera

tion of rates to be charged by the War Dam
age Corporation for protection against enemy 
attack, we are of the opinion that, since 
losses resulting from the war are a national 
responsibility, there should be no discrimi
nation in rates because of geographic loca
tion. 

Our thought as to appropriate rates is as 
follows: 

Ten to 15 cents per $100 coverage for 
farms, dwellings, and commercial properties 
up to $10,000; from 15 to 20 cents per $100 
coverage on such risks between $10,000 and 
$25,000; arid graduated rates on all amounts 
above $25,000. 

I doubt the advisability of making these 
suggestions a part of the legislation, but this 
letter could be put in the RECORD as a part of 
the discussions. If the committee prefers 
making it a matter of legislation, there can, 
of course, be no objection. 

My thought about this is that the War 
Damage Corporation, with the approval of 
the Secretary of Commerce, should have as 
much latitude as possible to fix rates for such 
protection. 

Sincerely yours, 
JESSE H. JONES, 

Secretary of Commerce. 

I am also grateful that the committee 
has decided that Members from Arkan
sas, Nebraska, and other inland States 
should be willing to have the rates com
puted at a · uniform rate. It would be 
interesting to me to give you certain in
formation, but if you will read the Boston 
Herald received here yesterday, you will 
read statements made by a very promi
nent individual from Massachusetts 
holding a high position in civilian de
fense, who told his audience that we 
might well expect the bombing of our 
section. He reminded us that bombing 
planes could so easily fly from here 
there-and they are flying there every 
day-probably they could fly from there 
here if they felt so inclined. So if we 
think there is going k be but little bomb
ing, accept that as our own opinion and 
not think that all feel this protection is 
not necessary. 

I also remind you that there are per
haps too many frightening things being 
said and done. We must reassure our 
children at least. Would this meet with 
your approval? Last week I spoke to a 
group of gramn:ar school students from 
11 to 14 years of age I suggested that if 
Jap bombers or German bombers were 
reported to be near, to sort of thumb 
their noses at them and show no greater 
fear than of tha: automobile whizzing 
by, which would get you if you do not 
watch out. I bring this up simply to 
show that we feel that bombings will be 

very limited, and not to be compared 
with the usual dangers of our everyday 
life. Whether this legislation will be re
assuring or more frightening I do not 
know, but it is thought we have been 
shown the necessity of providing this 
sort of insurance. 

Mr. KEEFE. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. GIFFORD. Yes. 
Mr. KEEFE. The provisions of this 

bill extend protection, as I read it, to 
such property "situated in the United 
States, including the several States, the 
District of Columbi~ the Philippine 
Islands, the Canal Zone, the Territories 
and possessions of the United States, and 
any such other places as may be de
termined by the President to be under 
the dominion and control of the United 
States." 

Would the gentleman advise us what 
that means or what is contemplated? 

Mr. GIFFORD. Yes. We asked par
ticularly about that. We have lost con
trol in some places now, though perhaps 
later we might regain control. Many 
such problems will probably come back to 
the House for determination later. We 
could not determine very deflnitely what 
the .future problems of conquered posses
sions might demand of us. We have to 
leave a great deal of latitude in these 
matters with the War Damage Corpora
tion. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen
tleman from Massachusetts has expired. 

-Mr. GIFFORD. Mr. Speaker, would 
the gentleman yield me a half minute 
more? 

Mr. STEAGALL. I ,yield the gentle
man another minute. I call the gentle
man's attention to a statement he made 
which is not quite accurate. There was 
no understanding on the part of the con
ferees that the letter of Mr. Jones would 
be incorporated in the conference report. 
He addressed a letter to the conferees 
and stated that. it might be incorporated 
in the RECORD. There is no objection to 
putting the letter in the RECORD. 

Mr. GIFFORD. That is what I 
thought, but I am glad the gentleman 
has no objection to my putting the let
ter in the RECORD. In closing I might 
say that some Member might wish to 
bring up the question of intangible per
sonal property. We thought that intan
gibles might be omitted in that your 
valuable letters, stocks, and bonds, and 
other intangibles might well "be deposited 
in safety vaults, or easily otherwise hid
den or protected. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen
tleman from Massachusetts has again 
expired. 

Mr. DEWEY. Mr. Speaker, will the 
chairman of the committee yield to me 
for a question? 

Mr. STEAGALL. Yes. 
Mr. DEWEY. I am wondering if con

sideration was given by the conference 
committee to those people who, after this 
matter becomes a law and rates are 
posted and the contracts are obtainable, 
do not avail themselves of these policies? 
Would such people who have sustained 
damage be foreclosed from coming to the 
Congress and seeking private relief? 

Mr. STEAGALL. Oh, the gentleman 
knows that nobody is precluded · from 
coming to the Congress with a petition 
on any of their problems-financial or 
otherwise. 

Mr. DEWEY. It is generally supposed 
that if they had opportunity to obtain 
this insurance, that will put them in a 
position where they could not obtain 
public relief. 

Mr. STEAGALL. Of course, that is a 
question that may arise and we cannot 
tell now just what is going to happen in 
this war. It may be that numbers of 
people will not avail themselves of the 
opportunity to protect their property by 
this insurance, and a situation might 
possibly arise where bills would be offered 
for relief, but what would happen no one 
can tell .now. What we are trying to do
and this should have been said in con
nection with the statement of the gen
tleman from Michigan-is that we are 
undertaking to protect the morale of the 
people of the United States in the situa
tion that confronts us and this measure 
is one of the most important steps that 
can be taken to accomplish that. We 
are approaching the problem as a na
tional responsibility. We have under
taken to establish a system that will re
quire citizens to pay for the protection 
that will be afforded. We are trying to 
protect the Treasury. That is what is 
contemplated by this legishition. 

Mr. DEWEY. May I continue that 
inquiry further in · this way. In the 
hearings before the Banking and Cur
rency Committee was it not brought out 
that 'the purpose of this type of legisla
tion is to relieve the public revenue from 
claims on the part of people and to offer 
a service that might be put on a business 
basis? . 

Mr. STEAGALL. That is absolutely 
true, and it is expected that the insur
ance companies will take over this busi
ness. We don't know that they will. 
That is contempla~ed, and if they do not, 
there will be plans worked out, it is hoped, 
by which reinsurance may be extended, 
and the service may be handled by the 
insurance companies. 

Mr. DEWEY. I thank the gentleman 
for clearing that up. 

The EPEAKER. The Chair would like 
to learn how much more time is necessary 
in the consideration of this bill. The 
Chair was informed that it would not take 
very much time. 

Mr. STEAGALL. I think that we are 
through now, Mr. Speaker. There are 
no further requests for time, I think. 

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. Hearings on this 
bill by the Banking and Currency Com
mittee were held on thr 2d, 3d, 4th, and 
5th of January. The question was raised 
seriously in the committee as to whether 
it might not be advisable to provide for 
the payment of premiums on property 
which might be lost up to the time of the 
writing of insurance contracts. At that 
time we were not thinking of any. damage 
except that which occurred at Pearl Har
bor. The committee for some reason 
took no action on requiring such pre
mium payments. Since that time we 
have had an immense amount of sink
ings. I would like to have an expression 
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from the gentleman from Alabama as to 
whether we may not have made a mis
take in not providing for premium pay
ments on property which might be de
stroyed up to the time when actual 
contracts can be written. 

Mr. STEAGALL. Of course, that is a 
matter that is past. What the confer
ence report does is to embody the House 
provision in that respect, so that the 
matter is closed. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 minute to the 
gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. KoP
PLEMANN]. 

Mr KOPPLEMANN. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to speak out of 
order for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. KOPPLEMANN. Mr. Speaker, I 

have attempted on behalf of Members of 
the House to get fair treatment in respect 
to a private' bill. I called the gentleman 
from Oregon [Mr. MoTT] thi" morning. 
He definitely told me that he would object 
to a fair request for an opportunity to 
develop arguments in favor of this private 
bill. He told me he was opposed to it be
cause he was against this kind of people 
coming to America. Of course, I told him 
I would make objections if he were that 
unfair. The responsibility lies upon him. 
But since that time very decently the able 
chairman of the Committee on Immigra
tion has suggested a plan whereby this 
private biJI may be considered by the 
House and voted up or down by the. entire 
membership instead of being objected to 
b~ the unfair prejudice of fl. single indi
vidual. 

I now withdraw my objection. 
[Here the gavel fell.J 
Mr. KEEFE. Mr . Speaker, will the 

gentleman yield? 
Mr. STEAGALL. I yield. 
Mr. KEEFE. Will the gentleman indi

cate whether or not the hearings on this 
bill determined the character of the 
property that might be insured in those 
places whlch might be determined by the 
President to be under domination and 
control of the United States? In other 
words, does this contemplate that we 
shall insure the property of any person 
except United States citizens? 

Mr. STEAGALL. It does not. 
Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 minute to the 

r;entleman from Georgia [Mr. VINSON]. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair intends 

as soon as this conference report is 
agreed to to recognize the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. O'NEAL] to call up 
the legislative appropriation bill and will 
not recognize Members for 1-minute 
speeches. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Mr. Speak
er, I desire to call the attention of the 
House to the fact that on tomorrow 
morning "the Naval Affairs Committee 
will begin hearings on the bill H. R. .6790, 
a bill to suspend the 40-hour week, the 
closed shop, and to place a limitation 
on properties. I invite all Members who 
are interested in this legislation to get a 
c-::>py of the bill, to study it, and I ex
tend to you a cordial invitation to come 
before the Naval Affairs Committee with 
any suggestions or criticisms that you 
desire to make of the bill. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. STEAGALL. Mr. Speaker, I 
move the previous question on the adop
tion of the conference report. 

The previous question was ordered. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on 

agreeing to the conference report. 
The conference report was agreed to. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on the 

table. 
PARLIAMENTARY INQillRY 

Mr. REED of New York. Mr. Speaker, 
a parliamentary inquiry Did I under
stand the Chair would not recognize an.y 

. Member to ask unanimous consent to 
extend his remarks at this point? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will rec
ognize the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. O'NEAL] to call up the legislative 
appropriation bill at this time. 
LEGISLATIVE BRANCH APPROPRIATION 

BILL, 1943 

Mr. O'NEAL. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole House on the 
·state of the Union for the consideration 
of the bill <H. R. 6802) making appro
priations for the legislative branch of the 
Government for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1943, and. for other purposes; 
and pending that I ask unanimous con
sent that general debate may extend for 
1 hour, the time to be controlled one
half by the gentleman from Nebraska 
[Mr. STEFAN] and one-half by myself . . 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ken
tucky? 

Mr. STEFAN. Mr. Speaker, that is 
satisfactory. 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on 

agreeing to the motion of the gentleman 
from Kentucky. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the House resolved itself 

into the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union for the con
sidenition of the bill (H. R. 6802) making 
appropriations for the legislative branch 
of the Government for the :fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1943, and for other pur
poses, with Mr. THoM in Lte chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
By unanimous consent, the first read

ing of the bill was dispensed with. 
Mr. O'NEAL. Mr. Chairman, I yield 

myself 15 minutes. 
Mr. Chairman, this is our bill; it is the 

legislative appropriation bill. It pro
vides appropriations for the Senate, the 
House of Representatives, the Capitol 
Police, the Joint Committee on Printing, 
the Joint Committee on Internal Revenue 
Taxation, the Office of the Legislative 
Counsel, the Architect of the Capitol, the 
Botanic Gardens, the Library of Con
gress, and the Government Printing Of
fice. This is a somewhat unique bill. It 
is unique because it was the unanimous 
action of the Subcommittee on Legis
lative Appropriations. It was not only the 
unanimous action on the bill, but I think 
the members of that committee, the gen
tleman from South Carolina [Mr. HARE], 
the gentleman from Washington [Mr. 
LEAVY], the gentleman from Nebraska 
[Mr. STEFAN], and the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. JOHNSON], and the chair
man were in agreement not only on the 
bill but on every item in the bill. . We 

regretted that the ranking minority 
member the gentleman from l'!ew Jersey 
[Mr. PowERS] was serving on another 
committee which made it impossible for 
him to attend the meetings of this com
mittee. 

This bill is unique in another particu
lar. This is the complete program of ap
propriation for one part of the Govern
ment, the legislative department: All of 
it is in one bill, and except for one item 
this takes care of the entire running ex
penses of one great branch of the Federal 
Government, the legislative branch. 
This bill is further uniqqe in that it is 
cut to the bare bone. There is only 
maintenance and operation in this bill. 
This has been pared to a point where 
there are no increases in the House of 
Representatives' work, and it is a simple 
maintenance proposition. It is further 
unique in that it establishes, in my opin
ion, not the bill but the will behind the 
bill that Congress itself is exercising the 
most rigid control of its own expenses. I 
do not believe there is a department of 
Government that is so regulating its own 
expenses from the standpoint of economy 
that it compares with what Congress it
self is doing to see that there are no use
less and wasteful expenditures in its de
partment. This is unique in my opinion 
from the standpoint of economy and it 
is interesting to note that the a~ount in 
this bill for the operation of Congress is 
a sum which amounts to oniy one-third 
of 1 percent, one three-hundredths of 
the expenditure for nondefense agencies· 
one tJ;ree-hundredths of the sum we ap~ 
propnate for nondefense operations of 
the Government is the amount that Con
gress pays for the operation of the entire 
legislative department. 

. Since this is the bill of Congress, your 
bill, I ask your indulgence in engaging 
in a recitation of :figures and small items 
which ordinarily might not "be called to 
the attention of the House; but this be
ing the bill where the committee is re
porting to you as to your own House and 
~ow it is kept in order· necessitates a 
ll~tle more explicit explanation than a 
bill would ordinarily receive. The 
amount which came to this committee 
from the Budget was $28,850,000. 

The 1942 appropriations were $29,389,-
000, but the amount recommended in this 
bill is $27,581,866. The bill to run the leg
islative department in 1943 is $1,807,258 
less than the 1942 appropriation, and 
$1,268,952 less than the Budget estimate. 
Of the $27,000,000 in the bill, Mr. Chair
man, the part to run Congress can be 
pared to $20,000,000. The amount 
chargeable for every expense of the leg
islative department is about $20,500,000. 

It is interesting to note that the 
amount of money appropriated to run 
our own establishment would not be suf
ficient to build one of the buildings being 
built for the Government. The cost of a 
flood wall would run the entire legislative 
branch for a year and a hail. The 
amount of the unemployment bill, for 
$300,000,000 which was under discussion 
by the Ways and Means Committee would 
run Congress and pay all expenses for 
over 15 years. 

Mr. ZIMMERMAN. Mr. Chairman 
will the gentleman yield at that point? ' 
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Mr. O'NEAL. I shall be very happy to 

yield. 
Mr. ZIMMERMAN-. I just want to 

take this opportunity of expre~sing to the 
gentleman and to his subcommittee my 
appreciation of the real economy they 
have practiced in this bill. It is my sin
cere hope that other committees that 
bring in appropriation bills will follow 
the action of this committee in cutting 
down appropriations to the very bone. I 
feel that this committee deserves the coli
gratulations of the country, and all of 
us will be interested in noting the several 
items where these cuts have been made. 

Mr. O'NEAL. I thank the gentleman 
very much. 

Mr. EDWIN ARTHUR HALL. Will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. O'NEAL. I yield to the gentleman 
from New York. 

Mr. EDWIN ARTHUR HALL. I want 
to echo the gentleman's sentiments and 
express my own appreciation for the re
markable work that the subcommittee 
has done in keeping these expenditures 
down. 

Mr. O'NEAL. The committee very 
greatly appreciates the gentleman's 
statement. 

Mr. LAMBERTSON. Will the gentle
man yield? 

Mr. O'NEAL. I yield to the gentleman 
from Kansas. 

Mr. LAMBERTSON. The gentleman 
says this is the legislative appropriation 
bill? 

Mr. O'NEAL. That is correct. 
Mr. LAMBERTSON. Can the gentle

man assure the country ·. there are no 
pensions in here for Congressmen? 

Mr. O'NEAL. There are a great many 
sacrifices in here on the part of Mem
bers, but not pensions. 

Mr. LUDLOW. Will the gentleman 
yield? · 

Mr. O'NEAL. I yield to the gentleman 
from Indiana. 

Mr. LUDLOW. I want to express my 
commendation to the gentleman from , 
Kentucky. There is not a Member of 
this body, or any other legislative ,body, 
who is better qualified to serve as a mem
ber of the Appropriations Committee 
than the gentleman from Kentucky. He , 
has superb business vision and is very 
alert always in looking after the interest 
of the taxpayers. I endorse everything 
that has been said by the gentlemen who 
have paid their tributes to him and I am 
sure that the House and the country owe 
a genuine debt of gratitude to the gen
tleman from Kentucky. The gentleman 
is held in the highest esteem by all Mem
bers of both branches cf Congress be
cause of his great ability, his common 
sense, and sound principles. The Third 
District of Kentucky made a notable 
contribution to the public service of the 
Nation when it sent the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. O'NEAL] here and I hope 
it will keep him here as long as he lives. 

Mr. Q'NEAL. I apprEciate very much 
what the gentleman has said. 

With reference to the amount required 
to run the legislative branch of the Gov-

. ernment, may I say that one W. P. A. 
bill would run all of the expenses for the 
legislative branch for 50 years. Refer
ring to the very compUmentary things 
spoken of the committee, I would like to 

say that this bill is not the action of the Mr. Chairman, I would like to explain 
committee but it is an expression of the to the committee how little items are 
sincere purpose of the Congress to prac- looked into by the House of Representa
tice economy. There are economies tives. We take rugs down to our repair 
practiced personally on the part of the department that ordinarily would be 
Members, and as a body this great legis- thrown away. The repair department 
lative · branch is making a tremendous takes those rugs, cuts them up, and makes 
effort to save money wherever it is pas- new rugs out of them that will last 4 
sible and they are doing as they should or 5 years. You are using many desks · 
do, putting their own house in order as in your offices that were put in the House 
an example for others to follow. of Representatives when the old House 

If you will look at the report and will - Office Building was first built. Old roll
turn to the back of it you will see there top desks have been sent to the cabinet
are practically no increases. There are workers shop, the tops have been taken 
some with reference to grade promotions off, and those desks have been made into 
under the law, but you will observe there modern desks, saving a great deal in the 
are practically no increases and a great cost of purchasing new ones. 
many cuts. There are a couple of changes in the 

To come to specific items-and I will bill which I would like to mention; one 
not try to be too lengthy in what I have is air-mail-stamp provision. As you 
to say-since this is our bill, as I have know, there was $50 a year allowed for 
stated before, I feel that we should have air-mail stamps. A great many of the 
some of the little intimate details of Members who live near at hand needed 
what goes on "on the Hill." special-delivery stamps. So without in-

As to the Senate appropriations, we creasing the amount we have put in here 
followed the precedent which has existed a change of language which will make it 
for many years. The House Appropria- possible to have that amount used either 
tions Committee reported the last year's for air-mail or for special .. delivery 
current appropriations - and the Senate stamps. 
may control its own activities. We have There is another legislative matter in 
nothing to say, or we say nothing about the bill. The disbursing clerk can now 
it. We send it to them and t~ey in turn act for the Clerk of the House, which he 
take the same attitude toward the ap- · was not able to do before. This, you will 
propriations for the House of Represent- find in the report. 
atives. Under the Architect of the Capitol, the 

This year the House of Representatives amount allowed is _$2,115,000. This is 
has $9,235,000 in its appropriation, which $313,000 less than last year,_ 1942, and 
is $315,000 less than last year, the 1942 $453,000 _less than the Budget estimate. 
appropriation, and $21,000 less than the We have allowed ~oney, again, only 
Budget estimate. - for maintenance and operation of the 

Mr. Chairman, although this commit- great plant we have here, except in orie 
. tee is in a difficult position, there are no item. There is a sewer condition on the 

new .employments and no increases in west side of the Capitol whfch was 
salary in the appropriation bill. So that studied last year, and it is an emergency, 
we may begin at home, the Appropria- so $39,000 was put in the bill for the 
tions Committee will draw in this bill repair of that sewer. Otherwise, the en
$3,100 less than it drew last year. · tire amount is for maintenance and oper-

. The restaurant appropriation is of in- · ation. · 
terest. We have cut down the appro- For the power plant we have allowed 
priation for that purpose. Although $782,281, which is $206,440 .under the 

. food costs have gone up, by careful man- estimates and $15,885 over the Budget 
agement it will be possible to operate the estimate. The committee eliminated.sev
restatirant for less money than was pro- eral items, especially $194,000 for a 
vided last year. · cinder eliminator. 

We. allowed only the same amount as The increases are outlined on page 6 of 
the report. The price of coal obtained 

last year in the item covering the laun- by competitive bidding has jumped 35 
dry work in the Capitol, although bids 
for the laundry work have gone up this cents a ton, which necessitates a large 

increase in fuel costs. 
year 80 percent over what they were last The Architect of the Capitol is in 
year, but by careful management and 
careful scrutiny · we believe that we charge of the mechanical and structural 
should not spend any more for that than maintenance of the Library of Congress. 
we did last year. Except for promotions required Under 

There was an item in the estimates for the Ramspeck bill, the amount is $66,000 
under the current appropriation and 

typewriters. We are asking the Mem- $195,000 under the estimates. We al-
bers this year to do without new type- lowed some better lighting and roof re
writers. In the first place, when the pairs, but we · disallowed a request for 
est~mates were prepared there was noth- $97,000 for a new book. stack. The cost 
ing forbidding the purchase of type- of the book stack would be $165,000 un-

-writers. I am told, although I do not der . latest bids, so it seemed unwise to 
know, that there is a ban on the pur- proceed with the expenditure now. 
chase of typewriters. However, we have Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. Mr. 
a repair force that can take the type- Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
writers and put them in first-class shape. Mr. O'NE!\L. I am very glad to yield 
The membership, we believe, can do with- to the gentleman from Kentucky. 
out new typewriters with no serious sac- Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. I wish to 
rifice on their part. commend the gentleman and his com .. 

[Here the gavel fell.] mittee on having made a very definite 
Mr. O'NEAL. Mr. Chairman, I yield reduction in the appropriation. ·while 

myself 10 additional minutes. everything is going up, I see the reduction 
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approximates 7 percent under last year. 
That is a very substantial reduction. 

The gentleman mentions a restaurant. 
We also have barber shops here. There 
is a popular belief throughout the coun ... 
try that the Members of the House get 
free shaves and free barber service. 
Some believe we get free restaurant serv
ice. I just wanted to emphasize here 
that the Members of the House pay fo.r 
all of these services and pay good prices 
for the food and service they receive in 
the restaurant. This is not paid out of 
the Treasury at all. 

Mr. O'NEAL. The gentleman is cor
rect about that. It is a common fallacy 
that haircuts, shaves, soda water, and 
things like that are furnished the Mem
bers of the House of Representatives free. 
Not one of those items is furnished free. 
That idea is all a mistake. 

Mr. COLE of New York. Mr. Chair-
man, will the ~entleman yield? · 

Mr. O'NEAL. I yield to the gentleman 
from New York. 

Mr. COLE of New York. Can the gen
tleman advise the House and the country 
how much is contained in this bill for 
travel allowance to Members? 

Mr. O'NEAL. Just about enough for 
, one Member and his family to come up 

here and go home on. 
Mr. COLE of New York. How many 

times a year? 
Mr. O'NEAL. One time, about; that 

is, if the experience of the other Mem
bers is about what has been the expe
rience of the gentleman from Kentucky. 
When I say to come here to Washington, 
I mean that if you have a small family, 
to bring them here and return home 
would ~xhaust the amount of your travel 
allowance. · 

Mr. COLE of New York. There is no 
allowance for travel to Members of Con
gress other than one round trip each 
year? 

Mr. O'NEAL. That is about what it 
would amount to, with an average-sized 
family. 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. Right on 
that point, the average Member of the 
House on his official duties must make 
more than one trip, generally several 
trips, to his State and back. 

Mr. O'NEAL. In mY opinion, the 
average Member of the House 'gets about 
one-fourth or one-fifth by way of travel 
allowance of what he spends traveling 
on Government business. 

As to the Library proper, the com
mittee recommends $3,786,205, which is 
$165,262 less than in 1942 and $367,482 
less than the Budget estimates. 

We allowed 12 necessary new positions, 
and we inserted a provision giving th~ 
Library permission to make purchases up 
to $100 without competitive bidding. 

We have a high regard for the work 
of Mr. MacLeish and his staff, and a fuil 
discussion of the work of the greatest 
library in the world will be found in the 
hearings. 

My time is running very short, and I 
shall have to make this statement a little 
more brief. 

I call attention, skipping over what I 
had planned to say by way of detail, to 
the Government Printing Office. It is an 
amazing business proposition. If you 

have not been there, I think every one 
of you should make a visit to the Govern
ment Printing Office. We allow them 
$8,147,000 in this bill, which is $972,000 
under the 1942 Budget and $425,000 less 

· than the present Budget estimates. In 
this amount there is $3,000,000 which IS 
merely a loan of credit to the Printing 
Office to help finance their operations. 
It is not an expenditure, so you can sub
tract that from the $8,000,000, which 
would leave a total of a little over 
$5,000,000. 

The printing job of the Printing Office. 
has jumped from $28,000,000 a year to 
probably $60,000,000 in the coming year. 
It will be necessary to send out $10,000,-
000 worth of work to the small and large 
printing houses throughout the United 
States. The Printing Office is trying to 
do· that intelligently with an idea as to 
geographic distribution. It has sent 
3,500 letters out to find out the capa~ili
ties of the various printing houses. 

On the question of printing for Con
gress, the amount is $3,700,000. This is 
$800,000 under 1942 and $380,000 under 
the Budget estimates. But we have been 
in almost continuous· session. 

I call attention before closing to the 
CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD and the hearings. 
The estimate came to us for $1,000,000 for 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD and $1,000,000 
for the hearings, and in that, along with 
some other printing items, we have made 
an arbitrary cut of $250,000. The com
mittee is not attempting to say to Con
gress what it should or should not do 
on this item of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 
but we · have appealed for- economy and 
we know we express the desires of Con
gress that we do all that we think proper 
to reduce the expenditures for the CoN
GRESSIONAL RECORD, and to shorten the 
hearings. 

This year the appropriation hearings 
are 25 percent less than they were last 
year. We believe this can easily be ab
sorbed. Tabular matter in hearings 
costs four times what ordinary printing 
costs. By a little thought and attention 
we can effect economies abd we certainly 
can absorb the $250,000 which should be 
saved from the amount usually spent for 
this purpose . . 

IHere the gavel fell.] 
Mr. O'NEAL. Mr. Chairman, I yield 

myself 1 additional minute. 
. I would like to say that throughout 

these entire agencies under the legislative 
branch there are quite a few . earnings. 
For instance, the Library brings in fees 
of over $700,000, and to offset partly the~e 
comparatively small amounts of expendi
tures, we have some monetary returns. 

As chairman of this committee I wish 
to express my appreciation to the other 
members of the committee and I may say 
that in doing what we have done in this 
bill I feel we are only doing what Con
gress wants us to do-to put our own 
house ta order and set an example of 
economy for all other departments of the 
Government. 

Mr. LECOMPTE. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. O'NEAL. I yield. 
Mr. LECOMPTE. How many dollars 

of printing did the gentleman estimate 

that the Public Printer had sent out 
which he could not handle himself? 

Mr. O'NEAL. About $10,000,000, and 
he is trying to handle that in a very fair 
way. 

[Here the gavel fell.J 
Mr. O'NEAL. Mr. Chairman, I yield 

myself 1 additional minute. 
Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, 

will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. O'NEAL. I yield to the gentleman 

from New York. 
Mr. WADSWORTH. I am going to 

ask a question which I think I have asked 
at every session of the Congress for the. 
last 20 years, or nearly so. It is not 
asked in a spirit of hostility. I have 
wondered all these years whether the 
management of the Botanic Garden 
should fall under the legislative body. 
I ask the chairman of the committee if 
any consideration has been given to the 
transfer of that activity to some execu
tive department of Government. 

Mr. O'NEAL. I may say to the gen
tleman from New York that if I have 
the opportunity during general debate 
I would like to answer him because it 
has back of it oiomewhat of a tradition. 
There is a good deal to the point that it 
should remain where it is because of 
tradition, but not so much from a busi
ness or logical standpoint. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I can remember 
the days when that paragraph at line 
12, on page 35, was not included in the 
bill, and I suspect the tradition perished 
with the insertion of that language. 

Mr. Chairman, I believe that Congress 
is practicing very rigid economy in its 
own business affairs, and I feel sure that 
it will sustain the committee's work on 

· this bill. · 
[Here the gavel fell.] 
Mr. STEFAN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 

myself 5 minutes. 
Mr·. Chairman, I shall not take up 

much time because the distinguished 
chairman of the committee, the gentle
man from Kentucky [Mr. O'NEAL], has 
explained the bill thoroughly. 

Mr. O'NEAL. If the gentleman has 
some spare time following his remarks, 
will he yield some time to the gentleman 
from South Carolina [Mr. HARE]? 

Mr. STEFAN. I can assure the gen
tleman I have no spare time, because I 
have requests for more time than I shall 
have to yield, but if we should have any 
remaining time I certainly shall be 
pleased to pass it over to the gentleman .. 

Mr. Chairman, I wish to take this op
portunity to commend our chairman, the · 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. O'NEAL], 
and the other members of the subcom
mittee who have been working on this 
bill, especially Mr. Sheild, our chief clerk. 

I know that · every Member of the 
House is well informed on the determina
tion of our chairman, the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. O'NEAL], to eliminate ex
penditures in Government wherever pos
sible. He has that reputation in the 
Congress, and I assure you, Mr. Chair
man, that every member of the subcom
mittee went over this bill with a fine
tooth comb, with the result that a great 
many deep cuts have been made in the 
bill as explained by our chairman. 
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You should know that this bill em

braces a number of activities. It takes 
in all of the activities of the legislative 
branch of the Government. Of course, 
the No. 1 item, which is the Senate, is 
something over which we have absolutely 
no control. Then there is the House of 
Representatives, the Capitol Police, the 
Joint Committee on Printing, Joint Com
mittee on Internal Revenue Taxation, the 
Office of the Legislative Counsel, the 
Architect of the Capitol, the Botanic . 
Garden, the Library of Congress, and 
the Government Printing Office, which is 
the biggest printing office in the world. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. STEFAN. I yield to the gentle
man -from Michigan. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. The distinguished 
chairman of the subcommittee has em
phasized, · I think correctly, that this is 
our bill, meaning the Members of the 
House. 

Mr. STEFAN. This is the bill making 
. appropriations for the entire legislative 
branch of the Government. Not entirely. 
our bill. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I wish to submit 
· this question for the benefit of the pub

lic. _Will the gentleman say whether or 
· not the committee has made dead sure 

that this bill does not carry pensions for 
Members of the House? 

Mr. STEFAN. I am glad the gentle
man has asked that question. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I think the RECORD 
should show about that. 

Mr. STEFAN. I can assure the gen
. tleman from Michigan that there is ab-· 
. soJutely· not:hing in this bill which h·as' 

anything whatsoever to do with the 
granting of pensions to any Member of 
the House. That item has been repealed. 
It is a dead issue and should be. ' 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
· Mr. STEFAN; l yield to the gentle
man from -South Dakota. 

Mr. CASE. of South Dakota. Is it not 
, a: fact that even if funds had been car

ried for the so-called pensions that were 
at one ~iii?-e ~ut~orized, they. would. no~ 
appear m .this bill, but would appear in 
the appropriation bill that carries funds 
for the civil-service retirement fund? 

Mr. STEFAN. Of course, the .gentle
man knows that was an. amendment of 
the Civil Service Act and had nothing to 
do with this bill whatever. 

Mr. Chairman, although we have made 
many cuts in this appropriation bill there 
may be others which the Members can 
make when. we come to the time when we 
read the bill under the 5-minute rule. 
As we take the bill up section by section 
we can discuss these items. You will 
find in the report that the committee 
recommends the temporary elimination 
of the Agriculture Yearbook in order to 
save $150,000. I do not object to holding 
over the printing of the 1943 book, but I . 
believe the 1942 book should be issued in 
view of the fact that all the material for 
it has been gathered. I do not think the 
farmers in my district would· object tern- · 
porarily to holding over the 1943 book 
if it will help in our national defense 
program. · I do not get enough of these · 
books to go around. I have many re-

quests for them. They are quite valu
able to farmers and agricultural students. 

But while we are cutting here we must 
see to it that there are cuts in other non
defense items and some sacrifices be 
made all around. The 40-hour week, the 
double time for Sundays, the big war 
profits, and many other things which the 
people in my State are now interested in 
must be given some attention in this 
House immediately. The people are de
manding something be done and I hope 
when we do get these items we will see 
to it that capital and industry share in 
the sacrifices which labor and the farm
ers are being asked to undergo. 

Mr, Chairman, I reserv,e the balance of 
my time and now yield 5 minutes to the 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. LAMBERT
SON]. · 

Mr. LAMBERTSON. Mr. Chairman, 
first I add my congra-tulations to those 
of -others to the gentleman from Ken
tucky [Mr. O'NEALL the chairman of the 
subcommittee. Mr. O'NEAL is one of the 
ablest members of the Committee on Ap
propriations, and one of the most de
lightful Members of the House, a good 
lawyer, a fine American. He was a cap-· 
tain of Artillery overseas in the other 
war, and I hope that he stays ·with us a 
long time·. If I lived in his district, I 
would vote for him. 

Mr. Chairriui.n, the recent . defense of 
the closed shop, where a free-born Amer
ican has to pay dues to a labor union' 
before he can work _in a defense plant, 
and the President's defense of time and 
·one-half for overtime for all over 40 
hours in defense industry that is drawing 
exorbitant wages today, and his further 
discou:·agement of any ceiling for wages, 
while trying to deflate the farmer who 
has not leached parity, to prevent infla
tion, are un-American. It is about as far 
from the rank and file as the two poles. 
The Commander in Chief is asking for 
$17,000,000,000 extra outlay for planes 
today, ·and if these ideals which he enun..: 
ciated yesterday are maintained,' at least 
five billions of the seventeen will be 
gravy, beyond a fair wage, to be paid for 
in _ sweat ahd taxes in the years to come. 

i prepared the above for a 1-minute 
speech and did not get to make it, and 
now I am going to add a little extra to 

· It~ · Another thing .that the President 
said yesterday which startled me was
and here are the words I take from what 
is ·quoted: 

Ho~ever, he added, there has long been a 
national standard prescribing pay at the rate 
of time and one-half for overtime. 

A long time? The Wage and Hour Act 
was approved in June of 1938, just 1 year 
to the month before the King and Queen 
of England visited here and just 2 years 
to the month before the first billion dol
lars for defense in the emergency came 
before our deficiency subcommittee. The 
President said it had been "long'' estab
lished by the Government. We defeated 
the wage-and-hour bill in December be
fore. A great deal of pressure. from high 
places was worked on the Members of the 
House-more than I ev.er saw happen be- · 
fore-and it was brought back and forced 

·through the House in the spring of '38. 
It was actually forced through the House 

of Representatives. It was my privilege 
to move to recommit the bill. If my mo
tion had prevailed, the Government 
would have been saved billions of dollars. 
)twas for the subnormal worker, for the 
sweatshop. Now, to get on about it, these 
wages are high. It now appears that in 
an arrangement between the labor lead
ers and the President, they are not to 
have double time for Sundays, but are to 
keep the other arrangement-that is, 40 
hours a week with time and a half for 
overtime. I say that is un-American at 
this time. The closed shop is un-Ameri
can. It is defended by the Labor Depart
ment. There is no ceiling for these wages 
placed at this time and that is un-Ameri
can also. We had in our committee yes
terday on deficiencies, and I guess I am 
privileged to talk about this, because 
there is a Budget estimate· for the re
quest-testimon~ that 100 new concilia
tors are needed, because there has been 

·more labor trouble since Pearl Harbor 
than there was before. Get that, and see 
how that coincides with what was said 
yesterP,ay by the President at his press 
conference. There is a general atmos
phere among administration leaders to 
let labor have its way and alibi by saying 
"Wr.at more can we do about it?" It 1~ 
cowardly. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Kansas has expired. 

Mr. STEFAN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
. now to the gentleman from South Dakota 
[Mr. CASEJ. 

APPOINTMENT OF MAC ARTHUR 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr. 
Chairman, nothing that has happened 
since December 7 has so much pleased 1he 
legislative branch of the Government as 
the ·appointment of General MacArthur 
as commander of the forces of the United 
Nations i'n the Pacific. 'If the executive 
branch will now give the green· light to 
the legislative branch of the Government 
for legislation 'to curb profiteering con
tractors arid rackete~ring labor leade·rs 
the people of the United States will be 
equally pleased. 

· - I ask unanimous consent to extend my 
remarks in the RECORD on this subject. 

The CHAIRMAN. · Is there objection? 
There was no objecti_on. 
Mr. O'NEAL. Mr. Chairman; I yield 

the remainder of the time on my side 
to the gentleman from South Carolina 
[Mr. HARE]. 

Mr. HARE. Mr. Chairman, as a mem
ber of the subcommittee, I reiterate the 
statement made by the chairman of the 
committee a few moments ago that the 
committee was unanimous in its opinion 
and action in reducing expenditures for 
the legislative branch of the · Govern
ment. I should say, however, that we 
were not entirelj· unanimcus in the · full 
committee amendment to eliminate the 
publication of the Agricultural Yearbook, 
and I take this occasion to say . that I 
hope that that amendment will not 
prevail. 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr .. HARE. I yield. 
-Mr. TARVER. · Was .there any .witness 

at all before your subcommittee who 
testified about the Agricultural Yearbook, 
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or is there a line of evidence in· your 
hearings about it? 

Mr. HARE. I do not recall that there 
was. 

Mr. O'NEAL. Will ·the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. HARE. I yield. 
Mr. O'NEAL. Does not the gentleman 

think there were several very good wit
nesses on the committee who knew all 
about it? 

Mr. HARE. I think probably the com
mittee too~,. judicial notice of testimony 
advanced in the consideration of the 
Department of Agriculture appropriation 
bill. However, that was not sufficient 
evidence to convince me that it should 
be reduced in this bill. 

I do want to call attention, however, to 
this: In the publication of the CoNGRES
SIONAL RECORD the committee-or at least 
one member of the committee-feels we 
might make some reduction in that 
appropriation. My thought is that if we 
were to eliminate from the CoNGRESSIONAL 
RECORD the publication of newspaper edi·· 
torials, articles from magazines, and 
periodicals of various kinds, we could 
reduce the expenditures for the CoNGREs
SIONAL RECORD Very materially. Yester
day I took occasion to note for· the day 
previous that of the 32 pages in the 
Appendix of the RECORD, 16 pages, or ex
actly one-half, were filled with editorials 
from various newspapers, periodicals, and 
magazines. The editorials, of course, 
were informative. Most of them were 
able and timely, but I que::.tion the ad
visability and wisdom of the Congress 
of the United States appropriating money 

. to further publicize these articles or edi
torials. Your committee could elimi
nate the appropriation for this purpose m 
the · House, but unless similar action 
should be taken by the Senate nothing 
would be accomplished. I suggest that 
the Joint Committee on Printing might 
submit a resolution eliminating such 
articles to both the House anti Senate for 
consideration. · 

Mr. HAINES. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 
. Mr. HARE. I yield. 

Mr. HAINES. Is it the gentleman's 
thought that we would eliminate the 
main body of the RECORD, or simply the 
Appendix? 

Mr. HARE. Eliminate simply the edi
torials from periodicals, newspapers, and 
so forth. I would not eliminate any 
statement made bY any Member on the 
floor of the House. 

I doubt whether there would be an 
average of 16 pages per issue devoted 
to the inclusion of editorials, but if the 
average was only 10 pages per day, or 
even less, the total for the year would 
be more than the appropriation carried 
in the amendment to eliminate the publi
cation of the Agricultural Yearbook. We 
must remember that Congress is in ses
sion nearly every day of the year, and 
10 or 15 pages per day will run into vol
umes during the course of a year. Dur
ing the 8 years I served in the House
from 1925 to 1933-the Congress was in 
session on an average of 176 days per 
year, but since my return 3 years ago the 
Congress has been in session on an aver- . 

age of 349 days per year. We are trying 
to cut appropriations everywhere, par
ticularly in nondefense items, and I am 
conv.mced that the magazine articles or 
editorials in the RECORD are not indis
pensable to the defense program. ' 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from South Carolina has 
expired. 

Mr. STEFAN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
5 minutes to the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. HARNESS]. 

Mr. HARNESS. Mr. Chairman, I join 
with my colleagues in commending this 
committee for the substantial reductions 
they have made in this appropriation 
bill. I hope that other committees 
bringing appropriation bills before the 
House will follow this lead. 

I was pleased with the reductions made 
in the Department of Agriculture appro
priation bill last week. I think we could 
have cut out more nonessential and un
necessary appropriations in that bill 
than we did, but I think the start made 
by the House was good for the country. 

I hope this marks a definite trend to
ward sharp retrenchment in every last 
one of our nonessential activities. Let 
every expenditure which .is not a direct 
and immediate contribution to victory be 
stopped completely, or pared to the bone. 

Let us be as realistic as the country at 
large about these endless bureaus and 
agencies and propaganda mills. Let us 
make them justify their continued exist
ence in cold facts, or chop them off ruth
lessly. 

If you think the people of the country 
are not ·favorable to a reduction of these 
nondefense appropriations and nones
sentials I want to read a telegram that 
I just received this morning from a group 
of farmers in my district . . This tele
gram is dated Huntington, Ind., ad
dressed to me, and reads as follows: 

Following farmers of Huntington County 
want iurther reductions in agricultural ap
propriation bill and all bonus payments 
eliminated. We want parity prices and no 
more. 

Paul Beaver, Gerald Smith, Ervin 
Stultz,' Perry Warner, Marshall 
Miller, Lester Eller, Ruby Eller, 
Clifford Fox, Almeda Fox, Clyde 
Smith, W. Brown, Levi Rodocker, 
Ernest Lowery, Jesse Rinerison, 
John Faviner, Clarence Layman, 
William Michel, Robert Warner, 
Howard Haines, Hobari; SprinKle, 
Walter Harris, Ralph King, Wilson 
Jones, Cyril Labr, Mrs. Willis Fern
derburg, Eleanor Rice, Dean Rice, 
Harry E. Harness. 

I hope that other appropriation bills 
that are brought here will be stripped of 
their nonessentials. Our people realize 
that we are at war. I think they are 
away ahead of Members of this House in 
their desire to make sacrifices in order 
to win this war. I hope the House will 
bear in mind the desire of the people in 
thjs connection. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 
Mr. STEFAN. Mr. Chairman, I now 

yield to the gentleman from Michigan 
EMr. WooDRUFF] 7 minutes. 

Mr. WOODRUFF of Michigan. Mr. 
Chairman, Gen. Douglas MacArthur is in 
Australia with his staff. Thank God for 

that. He properly is in supreme com
mand of all Allied forces in that part of 
the world. He has, more than any other 
man in the world, earned that Jist inc
tion. He was ordered there by his own 
Commander in Chief, the President of 
the United States. We start from here. 

Have we and our Allies at last come to 
our senses, and do we now recognize the 
Japanese juggernaut for what it is-a 
greater threat to the civilization and free
dom we have known than even the Nazis 
themselves? If so, are we now prepared 
to supply our great military leader with 
the Army and Navy air services, the 
equipment, the supplies necessary to en
able our men properly to do the job ahead 
of them? Is MacArthur to have Navy 
cooperation necessary to safely move the 
men and equipment and supplies to him 
in time to save Australia and stop that 
juggernaut in its tracks before it can cross 
the Indian Ocean? If not, why not? 

Let us take stock. What is wrong 
with-our war preparedness program any
way? Why is it that in the year and 9 
months the Congress has been voting 
money for this purpose in rapidly in
creasing astronomical amounts, until, in
cluding the latest demand of the Presi
dent for seventeen billions more, those 
sums now aggregate more than $160,000,-
000,000, we still have not hit our stride 
in production? · Why is it, I ask? There 
is something wrong somewhere. There 
is something or someone to blame. -What 
is it or who is it? 

It cannot be the Congress, because we 
have given the President all the money 
and all the legislation he has requested ·
We have been unstinting in that. It can
not be the people. They have given their 
consent; yes, they have stood by, but 
with growing uneasiness at the stagger
ing appropriations ·and the unsatisfac
tory results we have achieved. It cannot 
be industry, because business has with 
rare exception given this Government its 
most · complete and loyal cooperation. 
From the first the President has had the 
power to enforce such cooperation had 
it been necessary. 

It cannot be labor, because the great 
mass of men who labor in the mills and 
factories are just as unselfishly patriotic 
and just as anxious to do their full duty 
to their country at this time as any other 
group of citizens possibly could be. There 
are those, however, within labor's ranks 
who have neither the unselfishness, the 
patriotism, nor willingness to properly 
cooperate in this national emergency. 
Those individuals should be driven from 
the ranks of honest labor. If they are 
not willing to work at high wages, in the 
security of this country, in order that 
those who must do the fighting and the 
dying may quickly have a fu:il measure 
of the most efficient equipment, perhaps 
the alternative of serving at $21 per 
month in the fox holes and jungles of 
the Tropics with the men doing the fight
ing might give them some idea of what 
citizenship responsibility means. 

It cannot be the American farmer, 
regimented as he is, because he is the one 
unfortunate individual who, when he sells 
the products of his farm, is at the mercy 
of the man to whom he sells. He has 
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nothing to say about the price he receives 
for his crops. When he buys the prod
ucts of industry, he finds himself at the 
mercy of the man from whom he buys. 
He pays the price asked, or he goes with
out the things he needs. No, it is not 
the farmer. Well, who is it? 

Our situation is desperate. The delays 
thus far have been unconscionable. 
Every hour's delay in reaching peak pro
duction should be and must be, in the 
end, 'computed in thousands of men, 
women, and children killed or injured. 

We learn that President Roosevelt is 
now studying a plan for a general ceiling 
on prices, wages, and profits. Well, it 
does not require much study to reach the 
conclusion that if we are to avoid run
away inflation this ceiling must be fixed . 

We were faced with this same situa
tion in the first World War. One man 
straightened things out in a hurry. He 
was the outstanding individual in war
production efiorts of that day. He still 
knows what it is all about. He has not 
forgotten what he learned in those days. 
That man was Bernard M. Baruch. As 
a result, we equipped and put an army of 
4,500,000 trained men in the field. One
half of them fought on foreign soil. We 
won that war and at its finish, when our 
troops were again at home and we bal
anced the books, it ... 1ad cost less than 
one-third the amount the President has 
already requested for this war, and we 
now have neither equipped nor properly 
trained more than a mere fraction of that 
number of men. As a matter of fact, Mr. 
Chairman, we have not as yet really be-

. gun to fight. 
Everyone concedes that this is to be a 

long war. It will take years and will cost 
the lives and the health of many tens of 
thousands of fine young Americans to 
undo what has been done in the Pacific 
alone since December 7, 1941. With our 
present program of expenditures and our 
present apparent indifference to the 
mounting costs of that program, who 
would dare prophesy the extent of the 
expenditures, both of life and money, 
that will be made by this Government 
before our war objectives have been 
reached. 

Any person informed as to what is 
happening in this country realizes that 
if we are to stop these mounting costs
this constant increase in the cost of liv
ing and the cost of the war itself-if we 
are going to do the thing which plain 
sanity dictates, the price of everything, 
including wages, must be fixed on a fair 
basis and kept there, and this should be 
done at once. 

More than 2 years ago Mr. Baruch 
urged the President to appoint a one
man control and direction of war pro
duction. Mr. Roosevelt only recently 
followed that advice. It was longer ago 
than that that Mr. Baruch pointed out 
the difficulties of attempting to deal 
separately with prices, wages, and 
profits. And we are told that the Presi
dent is only now beginning to study the 
proposition. 

When the so-called anti-inflation bill, 
a bill that met the approval of the Pres
ident, was passed a short time ago, Mr. 
Leon Henderson himself said that under 
the provisions of that measure inflation 

could not be stopped. It could not be 
stopped because it was not all-inclusive. 
It proposed to fix prices on everything 
except wages, the one item which enters 
more largely into the cost of production 
of gooos than anything else. The answer 
seems clear to me, and I suggest that in 
the future the President listen only to 
those whose training and experience is 
such as to equip them to point out the 
road along which success will be found
that he follow their advice to the exclu
sion of the advice of all others. Let's go. 
Nothing but top speed will do. Let those 
who stand in the way beware the wrath 
of an aroused American people. 

Mr. STEFAN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
such time as he may desire to the gen
tleman from Michigan [Mr. JoNKMAN]. 

Mr. JONKMAN. Mr. Chairman, the 
bill <H. R. 6750) which was scheduled to 
come up for consideration this week, is 
a measure to evade sales and use taxes 
imposed by some of the States in lieu of 
ad valorem taxes on real and personal 
property. Contractors engaged in fur
nishing war material to the United 
States are, of course, subject to such 
taxes and it was the confirmation of this 
principle in State of Alabama against 
King & Boozer and the United States and 
companion cases in the Supreme Court 
of the United States which allegedly 
gave rise to the legislation. 

The bill is an amended version of H. R. 
6617 upon which hearings were had and 
from which it does not difier materially. 

H. R. 6617 was introduced by the gen
tleman from · Missouri [Mr. CocH::' .\Nl. 
His claims for the meritoriousness and 
constitutionality of this legislation seem 
to be based largely upon alleged recom
mendation of its enactment by the Su
preme Court in the above-named deci
sion . . The gentleman from Missouri 
appeared before the committee as a 
witness and stated "the Supreme Court 
in its decision practically told the Con
gress to enact legislation to exempt na
tional defense expenditures other than 
the contract between the Government 
and the pri~ne contractor." And later, 
"As I said the Supreme Court clearly in
dicated in its opinion that the Congress 
had the power to enact legislation of 
this character." 

The gentleman from Missouri inti
mated that in this contention he would 
be backed up by witnesses to be pro
duced before the committee and espe
cially the judge advocates general. 

The only testimony so adduced, accord
ing to the printed hearings, was first by 
Maj. Gen. Eugene Reybold, Chief of 
Engineers, United States Army, who said: 

I am advised that the power of Congress 
to immunize the national defense effort was 
fully recognized by the Supreme Court in the 
two Alabama decisions and even more 
strongly in a third case decided the same day, 
the discussion of which problem I shall leave 
to the War Department attorneys. 

The only other witness on this point 
was Lt. Col. Ernest M. Brannon, Judge 
Advocate General's Department, who 
said: 

In other words, they would not assume, 
where an indirect burden was imposed on 
the Federal Government, that there was in
terference with the constitutional functions 

of the Government. But they clearly stated 
in those cases that it was a matter ·for Con
gress; that if there was interference in these 
cases Congress might decide and prevent it. 

It is clear that the gentleman from 
Missouri received no backing whatsoever 
from these witnesses, and indeed it would 
be novel for the Supreme Court to ''prac
tically tell Congress to enact legislation." 
I am afraid the gentleman was in error, 
and his predominating premise for the 
enactment of this legislation was un
sound and misleading. 

Now what did the Supreme Court say 
on the subject of legislation on this mat
ter in the Alabama cases? I quote: 

Congress has declined -to pass legislation 
immunizing from State taxation contractors 
under cost-plus contracts for the coHstruc
tion of governmental projects. 

Here the Court makes reference to a 
footnote: 

See proposed Senate amendment No. 120 
to H . R. 8438. 

This amendment was as follows: 
Provided, That all purchases under con

tracts entered into under the authority con
tained in this paragraph shall be exempt 
from Federal. State, and local taxes. 

At a hearing on the conference report 
in the House an amendment was ofiered 
and agreed to striking out the above 
words in which the Senate later con
curred and H. R. 8438, without said Sen
ate proposed amendment, became the 
act of June 11. 1940, 54 Stat. 265. <See 
CONGRESSIONAL' RECORD, 76th Cong., 3d 
sess .. vol. 86, pt. 7, pp. 7518-7519, 7527-
7535. 7648.) 

Tlien with reference to the above leg
islation the Supreme Court continued: 

Consequently the participants ln the pres
ent transaction enjoy only such tax im
munity as is afforded by the Constitution 
itself, and we are not now concerned with 
the extent and the appropriate exercise of 
the power of Congress to free such transac
tions from State taxation of individuals in 
such circumstances that the economic burden 
of the tax is passed on to the National Gov
ernment. The Government, rightly we think, 

. disclaims any contention that the Constitu
tion, unaided by congressional legislation, 
prohibits a tax exacted from the contractors 
merely because it is passed on economically, 
by the terms of the contract or otherwise, as 
a part of the construction cost to the Govern
ment. So far as such a nondiscriminatory 
State tax upon the contractor enters into 
the cost of the materials to the Government, 
that is but a normal incident of the organi
zation within the same territory of two in
dependent taxing sovereignties. The assert
ed right of the one to be free of taxation by 
the other does not spell immunity from pay
ing the added costs, attributable to the tax
ation of those who furnish supplies to the 
Government and who have been granted no 
tax immunity. 

There is therefore no basis whatsoever 
for the allegation that the Supreme 
Court in the Alabama cases, "practically 
told the Congress to enact this legisla
tion," or even suggested the desirability 
or the constitutionality of such legisla
tion. On the contrary, its finding asserts 
that there is no ground for either court 
or legislative action as the present non
discriminatory tax is not an interference 
with the functions of the Federal Gov
ernment. The imposition of this tax will 
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neither retard nor facilitate the war ef
fort or war production one iota. On re
liable testimony in the hearings it will 
reduce the war budget by less than two 
hundred and fifty millions, which the 
gentleman from Michigan []\1r. ENGEL] 
showed the swivel-chair generals to have 
wasted in building cantonments. And 
this entirely at the expense of the indi
vidual States, who will lose their revenue 
from civilian production and be com
pelled to furnish the same State govern
ment facilities to war production at a 
total loss. This measure will not give 
General MacArthur a single additional 
gm_ or facilitate the. delivery of a single 
bullet to his men in the Pacific. 

Mr. STEFAN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 5 
minutes to the gentleman from Massa
chusetts [Mr. GIFFORD]. 

Mr. GIFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I thank 
the gentleman from Nebraska for allow
ing me the 5 minutes, though I can say 
but little in 5 minutes on the subject 

·-which I would like to discuss. 
I want to congratulate our Vice Presi

dent of the United States· on the splendid 
speech he made at Om~ha the other eve
ning. Of course, I approved of most of it. 
He said that the farmers were ready "to 
go to town"; that they had been mak
ing ready the last 8 or 10 years. They 
have. We have given them billions of 
dollars to plan and prepare for the 
present emergency. They perhaps may 
well gloat over it. But the Vice President 
said that industry did not plan and ac
cumulate reserves. I find it necessary, 
because it indicts the Congress of the 
United States to say that industry failed. 
The Congress itself is largely to blame for 
that. Industry has been in the "dog 
house" for 8 years. Let this administra
tion take its full share of the blame for 
this condition. 

While persecuting the businessman 
they have been subsidizing the farmers. 
We must not let them forget, while gloat
ing over agriculture, what they have 
done to industry the last 8 years. Per
secution and hindrances have been the 
order of the day during those years. 
Some Member recently, as you may re
call, made much of our great lack of 
power and exclaimed, "What would we 
have done if it had not been for the Ten
nessee Valley Authority?" we· who re
call the crucifixion of poyver companies, 
the constant threat of public ownership 
with Federal funds, even in New York 
City, fully understand why increased re
serves of power were not prepared for dur
ing the last 8 years. Yes, persecuti'on and 
the threat of public ownership were the 
deadly weapons used by this administra
tion. The very ones who now gloat over 
that socialized experiment of the Ten
nessee Valley may now well contemplate 
the near ruin of that private industry, 
now depended upon to save the Nation. 
Let Thurman Arnold stay his hand while 
this war demands every ounce of indus
trial activity. Let his so-called reform 
boys hold their- pent-up enthusiasm. I 
feel it necessary to remind you of the 
havoc made of business when you gloat 
over the success of· agriculture brought 
about by war conditions and billions of 

subsidies. I trust it is not unpatriotic. 
Anything that refers to present, past, or 
future action by Congress should be dis
cussed freely on the floor of the House. 

I had several things I desired to talk 
upon and had hoped to have had more 
time~ However, I want to quote "that if 
these make-over-America boys see in 
this emergency a chance to put Govern
ment clamps more firmly on business 
and thus to throttle private enterprise, 
they will be lucky if there is not an ex
plosion that blasts some of them back 
into private life." We cannot have many 
more Biddle speeches such as has been 
made lately. ''In spite of the war we will 
give up nothing." "We will hold our 
gains." That is even now the pledge of 
the diehard new dealers. How about 
the suggestion we heard yesterday, 
that we do not need to change the 
40-hour law, because we will so stagger 
the working days that the double pay 
will not be demanded, and that labor 
leaders by their silence give assent, and 
that all will now be well on the labor 
front? Are we ready to accept that 
lullaby? I find this sort of · editorial in 
most of my weekly papers and I pre
sume it is to be found in your papers, 
too, as a reprint: 

There always has been and always will be 
inconsistencies, but we confess ourselves ab
solutely unable to understand a course which 
on the one hand drafts all men of certain 
ages and degrees of fitness into · the armed 
forces, and on the other hand refuses to 
take a strong. determined stand against 
strikes and labor agitations that interfere 
with the production of the very materials the 
armed forces need. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 
Mr. STEFAN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 

the balance of my time to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts fMr. GIFFORD]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from Massachusetts is recognized for 3 
addit ional minutes. 

Mr. GIFFORD. I thank the gentle
man. 

Mr. Chairman, I trust that these re
marks will not be considered unpatriotic. 
I trust you will realize that they come 
from one of the few on this side who 
have generally supported the administra
tion in its foreign policies. It comes 
from one who has spoken so many times, 
begged so many times, that we foregq 
various largesses. I have pleaded from 
the floor that we investigate profligate 
spending. I have not succeeded very 
well, and I must now remind the · ma
jority leader: You will have to assume 
the responsibility. You had.a great ma
jority over there. Cheerfully you should 
accept the criticism of an outraged pub
lic over indefensible expenditures. 

Shall Landis take 100 or more of his 
old chums away from the Federal Power 
Commission and the· Securities and Ex
change Commission and put them on his 
staff of the 0. c. D.? They would stiil be 
on the other pay roll, but the 0. C. D. will 
pay their expenses. These make recent 
headlines most interesting to the general 
public. Is that the way to build up a 
great staff of coordinators? Suppose I 
should ask to have Mr. Landis come be-

for the Committee on Expenditures, of 
which I am a member? Would I get . 
him? No; no, the majority will protect 
the spenders .as they have for 8 long 
years. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GIFFORD. I tried to get the gen
tleman on his feet. 

Mr. McCORMACK. I was smiling at 
my friend when he was talking about 
supporting the President in his foreign 
policy-and the gentleman has pretty 
well-but the smile carr.e because he also 
voted for the wage-hour bill. I wonder 
if he would take the House into his con
fidence far enough to tell us just how 
his conscience is? 

Mr. GIFFORD. Oh, yes; I voted right 
in that instance, too. I am without 
guilt in that matter after consulting my 
conscience. But I want you to remind 
the gentleman that responsibility · for 
profligate spendings is upon the majority 
side of the House. Do not attempt to 
dodge it. 

In closing, I might suggest that you 
advise Biddle to refrain from such re
marks as he has made recently. Let 
him subordinate his New Deal enthusi
asm to the war effort. Let us clean 
house and stop favoritism and largesses. 
While we are sending the boys away the 
people are watching the Congress. They 
know it is inconsistent to draft men for 
war while granting special and increasing 
favors to. others. I am greatly surprised 
at a statement of the President yester
day on the 40-hour law. It is apparent 

. that it was made with the deliberate 
intent to prevent any legislation on the. 
subject. 

Let us weigh the effect of his argu
ment on the country. The Congress may 
be forced to rescue the President from 
such ill-advised pronouncements. 

.fHere the gavel fell.] 
The CHAIRMAN. All"time has expired. 

The Clerk will read the bill for amend
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Clerks, messengers, and janitors to the fol

lowing committees: Accounts-clerk, $3 ,300; 
assistant clerk, $2,460; janitor, $1 ,560. Agri
culture-clerk, $3.300; assistant clerk, $2,460; 
janit or, $1,560. Appropriations-clerk, $7,000 
and $1 ,000 additional so long as the position 
is held by the present incumbent; assistant 
clerk, $5,000 and $2,500 additional so long as 
the position is held by the present incumbent; 
assistant clerk, $3,900 and $1,100 additional 
so long as the position is held by the present 
incumbent; two assistant clerks at $3,900 
each and $600 each additional so long as the 
r espective positions are held by the present 
respective incumbents; assistant clerk, $3,900 
and $300 additional so long as the position is 
held by the present incumbent; assistant 
cleric, $3,300 and $600 additional so long as 
the position is held by the present incumbent; 
additional clerical assistants at rates to be 
fixed by the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations, $15,960; messenger, $1,680; 
four clerk-stenographers at t he annual rate 
of $1,800 each, one for each subcommittee of 
the Committee on Appropriations having jur
isdiction over a regular annual appropriation 
bill as shall be designated by the chairman of 
the Committee on Appropriations and to be 
appointed by the chairmen of the subcom
mitt ees so designated, subject to the approval 
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of the chairman, $7,200. Banking and Cur-

.rency-clerk, $2,760; assistant clerk, $1,740; 
janitor, $1,260. Census-clerk, $2,760; jani
tor, $1,260. Civil Service-clerk, $2,760; jani
tor, $1,260. Claims-clerk, $3,300; assistant 
clerk, $2,460; assistant clerk, $1,800 and $1,000 
additional so long as the position is held by 
the first incumbent appointed to such posi
tion; janitor, $1,260. Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures-clerk, $2,760; janitor, $1,260 . Dis
position of Executive Papers--clerk, $2,760. 
District of Columbia--clerk, $3,300; assistant 
clerk, $2,460; janitor, · $1,260 . Education
clerk, $2,760; janitor, $1,260. Election of the 
President, Vice President, and Representat ives 
in Congress--clerk, $2,760 . Elections No. 1-
clerk, $2,760; janitor, $1 ,260. Elections No. 
2-clerk, $2,760; janitor, $1,260. Elections No. 
3-clerk, $2,760; janitor, $1,260. Enrolled 
Bills--clerk, $2,760; janitor, $1,260. Expendi
tures in Executive Departments-clerk, $3,-
300; janitor, $1,260. Flood Control-clerk, 
$2,760; janitor, $1,260. Foreign Affairs-clerk, 
$3,300; assistant clerk, $2,460; janitor, $1,260 . 
Immigration and Naturalization-clerk, $3,-
300; janitor, $1,260. Indian Affairs-clerk, 
$3,300; assistant clerk, $2,460; janitor, $1,260. 
Insular Affairs-clerk, $2,760; janitor, $1,260 . 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce-clerk, $3,-
900; additional clerk, $2,640; assistant clerk, 
$2,100; janitor, $1,560. Irrigation and Recla
mation-clerk, $2,760; janitor, $1,260 . Invalid 
Pensions-clerk. $3,300; assistant clerk, $2,-
880; expert examiner, $2 ,700; stenographer, 
$2,640; janitor, $1,500 . Judiciary-clerk. $3,:-
900; assistant clerk, $2,460; assistant clerk, 
$1,980; janitor, $1,560. Labor-clerk, $2,760; 
assistant clerk, $1 ,740; janitor, $1,260 Li
brary-Clerk, $2,760; janitor, $1,260. Mer- . 
chant Marine and Fisheries-clerk, $2,760; 
assistant clerk, $1.740; janitor, $1,260. Mili
tary Affairs--clerk. $3,300; assistant clerk, 
$2,100; janitor, $1,560. Mines and Mining
clerk, $2,760; janitor, $1,260. Naval Affairs-
clerk, $3 ,300; assistant clerk, $2,100; janitor, 
$1,560. Patents-clerk, $2,760; janitor, $1 ,260 . 
'Pensions-clerk, $3 ,300; assistant clerk, $2,-
160; janitor, $1,260. Post Office and Post 
Roads-clerk, $3,300; assistant clerk, $2,100; 
janitor, $1,560 . Printing-clerk, $2,760; jani
tor, $1,560. Public Buildings and Grounds
clerk, $3,300; assistant clerk, $1 ,740; janitor, 
$1,260 . Public Lands-clerk, $3,300; assistant 
clerk, $1,740; janitor, $1,260. Revision of the 
Laws-clerk, $3 ,300; janitor, $1 ,260. Rivers 
and Harbors-clerk, 03,300; assistant clerk, 
$2,460; janitor, $1,560. Roads--clerk, $2,760; 
assistant clerk, $1,740; janitor, $1,260. Rules
clerk, $3,300; assistant clerk, $2.100; janitor, 
$1,260. Territories--clerk, $2,760; janitor, $1,-
260. War Claims-Clerk, $3,300; assistant 
clerk, $1,740; janitor, $1,260. Ways and 
Means-clerk. $4,620; assistant clerk, $3,000; 
assistant clerk and stenographer, $2,640; as
sistant clerk, $2,580; clerk for minority, $3,180 
and $420 additional :so long as the position is 
held by the present incumbent; janitors
one, $1,560; two at $1,260 each. World War 
Veterans' Legislation-clerk, $3,300; assistant 
clerk, $2,460; in all, $334,700. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Mr. Chairman, I 
move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con
sent that I may be permitted to address 
the House out of order for an additional 
3 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. DICKSTEIN]? 
· There was no objection. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Mr. Chairman, I 
take this time to call the attention of 
the House to certain information that 
has reached me to the effect that in 
Thompson, Conn., there lives one Ana
stase Andrejewitch Vonsiatsky, who has 
bfen actively engaged in un-American 
activities for a number of years and 

whose activities have not been curtailed 
even after we entered the war. This is 
the same Vonsiatsky exposed on the floor 
of this Congress some years ago. He is 
one of the higher-ups, tied up anf inter
woven with Nazi and Fascist activities in 
this country. He is known as, and calls 
himself, a count. He was connected with 
the Russian Army some years ago and 
has set up a vast organization in this 
country, with the help of the Nazi gov
ernment, to overthrow the Soviet govern
ment. 

He conducts his councils with high out
standing Nazis in this country in Thomp
son, Conn., and, from information I have 
received, Mr. Chairman, he is a danger
ous element in this coun:try. If he were 
properly investigated by somebody it 
would be proven that he is connected with 
and supporting a number of groups and 
individuals whose activities are subver
sive and inimical to the interests of our 
country. 

Vonsiatsky married a certain lady in 
this country with many millions of dol
lars, and I assume that he is' using these 
funds and his big estate to build up and 
support his own as well as other Fascist 
groups. He and others-like Fritz Kuhn 
and other higher-ups-have had a num
ber of conferences on the estate, which 
consists of several hundred acres. They 
have ammunition on the premises and 
rifle ranges. A great many conferences 
of subversive nature have been and still 
are being carried on there, and he and his 
visitors have been brazen enough to ap
pear quite openly in Nazi and Fascist 
uniforms. - -

I call the attention of the American 
people and the Department of Justice 
and the Dies committee to this situation, 
and ask them to forthwith subpena 
Vonsiatsky and find out his' tie-up and 
connection with the Nazi and Fascist 
groups in this country. 

I am also inform·ed,·Mr. Chairman, that 
Vonsiatsky keeps an office in New York 
City where he meets in council with other 
Fascist groups as the invisible govern
ment in preparation to attacking certain 
elements in this country and abroad. 
He is a dangerous person and should have 
been dealt with long ago. 

I appeal to the proper authorities to 
take the necessary steps to expose and 
put a stop to the dangerous activities of 
this Count Anastase Andrejewitch Von
siatsky and his Fascist friends. This 
action is absolutely imperative for the 
defense of our country. 

Mr. KEEFE. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. I yield to the 
gentleman from Wisconsin. 

Mr. KEEFE. Has the gentleman fur
nished this information to the Attorney 
General of the United States? 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Some time ago l 
spoke on the floor about Vonsiatsky and 
I called atten ~ion to him at that time. 

Mr. KEEFE. That is not an answer to 
my question. I asked whether or not 
the gentleman had furnished this in
formation to either the Department of 
Justice or to the Attorney General? 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Some time ago, but 
I could not identify whether this was 
the same person. I am satisfied now 

that he is an important agent of the 
Fascist and Nazi Governments in this 
country. I have received confirmation 
of that this morning. 

Mr. KEEFE. Now that the gentleman 
has that information, has he furnished 
the information to the Attorney Gen-
eral? · -

Mr. DICKSTEIN. I hope to furnish 
the information to the Attorney General, 
but the Attorney General under present 
procedure has no power to subpena. I 
call on the Dies committee to forthwith 
subpena this man for the purpose of 
determining who his associates are and 
whom he has been tied up with in this 
country. · 

Mr. KEEFE. Has the gentleman fur
nished this information to the Dies com
mittee? 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. I cannot find the 
Dies committee, except one gentleman, 
and I gave the gentleman-Mr. VooRHIS 
of California-this information. 

[Here the gavel fell.J 
Mr. DISNEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer 

an amendment .. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. DISNEY: On 

page 18, line 5, after the period, add a semi
colon and the following: "and $60,000 to be 
used for salaries and expenses of not more 
than six expert examiners for the exam
·ination of the departments of Government, 
said expert examiners to be for the use of 
the subcommittees of, and appointed by the 
chairman of, the Appropriations Committee 
of the House." , 

Mr; COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, I 
make the point of order that this is legis
lation on an appropriation bill and not 
authorized by law. 

Mr. DISNEY. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman withhold his point of order? 

Mr. COCHRAN. I very gladly with
hold the point of order, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. DISNEY. Mr. ·chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for 5 ad
ditional minutes. 

The CHAffiMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Oklahoma? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. DISNEY. Mr. Chairman, this 

amendment would make provision for 
some expert examiners, appointed by the 
Appropriations Committee, required by 
the committee to investigate the depart
ments of Government for the elimina-
tion of waste and duplication. My 
amendment does not provide for enough 
men. My judgment is that it would take 
a larg-e staff, probably one man and a 
staff for each subcommittee of the Ap
propriations Committee. 

Mr. Chairman, the time has come 
when Congress should do something 
about itself. It should again take charge 
of the situation and govern our ungov
ernable Government, with the purse 
strings. 

For example, the press today discusses 
our $147,000,000 governmental travel bill. 
May I cite another example: In 1928, the 
Congress spent $845,000 of the people's 
money on the franking privilege in 
franking out official mail. In the same 
year, .the departments of the Govern
ment spent $6,000,000 on the franking 
privilege. In 1940, the Congress reduced 
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its expenditures on that subject to $737,-
000, but the executive departments spent 
$39,000,000. I Have no estimate of the 
cost of the material which was franked 
out but it must have run into many, 
many millions. 

These are but two examples of the 
waste in Government. These are indica
tive of the reason why, although our 
population has grown only 50 percent in 
the last 30 years, our Federal appropria
tions have grown from $700,000,000 in 
1913 to $9,000,000,000 in 1940, exclusive 
of the emergency defense fund. 

The members of the Appropriations 
Committee cannot possibly learn the de
tails of the expenditures in the de
partments b~ their own efforts. It is 
humanly impossible, considering the 
amount of other work they have to do. 
No member of the Appropriations Com
mittee has ever visited the seven Federal 
agencies in my district to find out what 
is going on and to save the Government's 
money. It is · not possible for it to be 
done that way. It is not possible for the 
individual Congressman to visit the de
partments in Washington, to ferret out 
and eliminate waste. This work must 
be delegated to expert examiners who 
are beholden to no one but the Congress 
and upon whom the executive depart
ments have no power or influence. 

The Ways and Means Committee has 
~ staff of 10 experts to assist the mem
bers in the committee. If the Ways and 
Means _Committee did not have such a 
staff, it would be wholly dependent on the 
Treasury Department for its technical 
tax advice. But in practice, having its 
technical staff, it is to a great extent 
independent of the Treasury, as witness 
the contest between the Ways and Means 
Committee a.nd the Treasury on the sub
ject of the average earnings alternative 
for the calculation of income tax. Bet
ter tax legislation is a result. 

Similarly, the Appropriations Commit
tee, if it could be cognizant of all the 
facts with reference to appropriations, 
could better advise the House on the 
spending of the people's money. I have 
never been a member of the Appropria
tions Committee, and I do not mean to 
make any invidious comparisons. I am 
simply trying to be constructive. 

It may be argued that the Appropria
tions Committee has a staff of clerks for 
this purpose. I have heard it said that 
the clerk of the Appropriations Commit
tee is familiar with all of the bills. He 
is reputed to be the best-informed man 
on appropriations in the Capitol, and I 
have heard many compliments showered 
upon him in that regard. But the job 
of the secretary of the committee is a 
ministerial one, to handle and manage 
the affairs of the committee, and not to 
examine departments. The Ways and 
Means Committee has a secretary with 
a staff who does not pretend by any 
means to be a tax expert. He handles 
ministerial affairs of the committee. 
The expert staff of this committee -is 
wholly independent of the clerical staff. 

So I propose a staff of experts for the 
Appropriations Committee, beholden only 
to that committee and to no one else in 
the Government, whose year-round, all
out duty and effort would be, to give the 
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Appropriations Committee, and through 
them, the House of Representatives, the 
facts, all the facts, and nothing but the 
facts concerning the spending of the 
people's money by the executive depart
ments. 

As the condition now exists, the Ap
propriations Committee is almost com
pelled to take the word of the depart
ments on the subject of their needs, their 
wants, their plans, and their policies. 
The committee substantially has no off
setting arguments. A splendid case can 
be built by its zealots for any Federal 
appropriation, to the detriment of the 
Federal Treasury, and even to the det:Li
ment of more worthy items in the Fed
eral Budget, if the zealous bureaucrat can 
command the influence of some pressure 
groups. 

The experts I have in mind can metic
ulously inspect our wonderland of 
bureaucracy, and -ferret out the dead
wood, the undesirable items. 

The cost I have suggested is a bagatelle 
compared with the million~ upon mil
lions that can be saved b~ the Congress 
having complete possession of all the 
factual details of its Government. 

If we permit these Federal expenses to 
climb as they have been doing in the 
past, we will find that business, as well 
as courage, disintegrates. Unless-we act, 
an informed and resolute public opinion 
will acquire public servants who are wise 
enough to see the signs of the times, the 
obsolescence of the States, the decacence 
of local government, and thpse other 
ominous -portents that indicate to every 
thoughtful man the terrible danger to 

-our republican form of government. 
Mr. BOGGS. Mr. Chairman, will the 

gentleman yield? 
Mr. DISNEY. I yield to the gentle

man from Louisiana. 
Mr. BOGGS. For the information of 

the House, does the so-called Byrd econ
omy committee, which I believe is made 
up partly of members of this committee, 
have experts? 

Mr. DISNEY. I am not sure about that. 
I am not a member of the committee, but 
I think so; and if they did not, they ought 
to have. 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. DISNEY. I yield. 
Mr. TABER. They .have no experts 

except a clerical staff that has been as
signed to them. 

Mr. DISNEY. We all know that the 
Byrd committee, with a $10,000 appro
priation, cannot complete the job unless 
it is continued and further money given 
tr it for that purpose. 

As it appears to me, it ought to be a 
regular course of business to frisk these 
departments. 

Mr. JENKINS of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
will tht gentleman yield? 

Mr. DISNEY. I yield. 
Mr. JENKINS of Ohio. Does not the 

gentleman agree with the propositio!! that 
the easiest saving that could be made by 
the committee, that the gentleman pro
poses, would be to stop all overlapping of 
effort? 

Mr. DISNEY. I have never been on the 
Appropriations Committee, but looking at 
the ·whole picture there arP. many ways 

that money could -be saved. There are 
countless bureaus and divisions that have 
confli~ting jurisdictions and overlapping 
functions, and the committee, as these 
situations are disclosed by experts who are 
trained in such work, can as the time goes 
on present them to the House and do so 
in a technical manner. 

Mr. MONRO:NEY. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DISNEY. ·I yield to my colleague 
from Oklahoma. 

Mr. MONRONEY. The gentleman 
from Oklahoma is, indeed, to be compli
mented on the effort for econon1y he has 
made, which extends over a considerable 
period. I am in complete sympathy with 
his suggestion. I believe it ir. the gentle
man's idea that less essential items even 
in the legislative 2ppropriation bill might 
be pared slightly to provide funds for this 
very useful and much needed service. 

Mr. DISNEY. Yes, I rather believe we 
could get along with less than 142 police 
on Capitol Hill. 

Mr. GIFFORD. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. DISNEY. I yield to the gentle
man. 

Mr. GIFFORD. I want to remind the 
gentleman that you have a Committee on 
Expenditures already set up. 

Mr. DISNEY. That is true, but this 
situation has been going on in this form 
for a long time. While I do not want to 
make any comparison that may be at all 
distasteful, I do not believe the members 
of the Committee on Appropriations have 
the opportunity, without assistance, to 
know the details that are involved in con
nection with all of these departments. 

[Here the gavel fell.J 
Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, · I 

insist upon my point of order that such 
additional employees have never been 
authorized by law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will in
quire of the gentleman from Oklahoma 
[Mr. DISNEY] whether he can furnish the 
Chair with any information as to the 
authorization for such employees. 

Mr. DISNEY. No; I cannot, Mr. Chair
man. To be frank with the Committee, 
I knew in advance that this amendment 
would be subject to a point of order, but 
I presented it largely for the purpose of 
getting the subject before thP- House and 
to precipitate discussion. I have not 
taken up much time of the House and I 
know the House will pardon me for pre
senting an amendment which I knew in 
advance would be subject to a point of 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the circum
stances, the Chair is compel1ed to sustain 
the point of order. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, I 
move to strike out the last -word. 

Mr. Chairman, I am in sympathy with 
the thought of the gentleman from Okla
homa [Mr. DISNEY], but I am not in 
sympathy with the manner by which he 
seeks to carry out his thought. 

A few weeks ago the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. LANHAM] introduced a bill 
which would authorize a set-up ·of this 
kind in the Appropriations Committee. 
Some years ago the Bureau of the Budget 
asked that the Congress appropriate 
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·money to provide an investigating com
mittee for that Bureau. A hearing was 
held and as the RECORD will show the 
money was appropriated and such a 
division is within the Bureau of the Bud
get at the present time. I was in favor 
of the Bureau of the Budget having an 
investigating committee, but that is not 
sufficient for the Congress. The Bureau 
of the Budget investigates for itself, not 
for Congress, nor should it. 

The Budget and Accounting Act of 1921 
is sufficient authorization to set up a di
vision that will act · for Congress alone. 
You do not need any .further authoriza
tion because it is in the Budget and Ac
counting Act. 

Mr. LANHAM. - Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. COCHRAN. In just a moment. 
Following the introduction of the bill 

by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. LAN
HAM], I had a conference with him. I 
explained to him that the job should be 
put into the hands of the Comptroller 
General, who is the agent of the Congress 
of the United States and not the agent 
of the executive branch. The gentle
man from Texas and myself had a con
ference with the Comptroller General, 
Mr. Lindsey Warren, and he expressed 
a willingness to accept such a responsi
bility if the Congress wanted to ·give him 
the money. Mr. Warren wanted to se
cure experts subject to the classified serv
ice and a. sufficient amount of money to 
hire men who ·have had administrative 
experience and could be depended upon 
to make a really thorough investigation. 
Since then my understanding is the 
Appropriations Committee has appointed 
a subcommittee consisting of the chair
man of the committee the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. CANNON], the gentle
man from Virginia [Mr. WooDRUM], and 
the gentleman from 'New York [Mr. TA
BER] to confer with the Comptroller Gen
eral in reference to this matter. It is my 
hope they will confer with him, and it is 
my further hope that an appropriation 
will be made in the next deficiency bill 
to give the Comptroller General a suffi
cient amount to set up an outstanding 
investigating organization that will bring 
about what the gentleman from Texas 
desires and what the gentleman . from 
Oklahoma desires and, in fact, what is 
the desire of 90 percent of the Members 
of this House. 

We cannot get the information that is 
needed from any agency now that will 
not, and naturally so, think of their own 
interests. What we need is a unit that 
has nothing to look forward to but to 
bring information to the Congress that 
will warrant elimination of useless ac
tivities as well as stop duplication of 
effort. 

I now yield to the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. LANHAM]. 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Chairman, I ap
preciate the active interest of the gen
tleman from Missouri in the measure 
that I recently introduced. I have 
spoken on numerous occasions with ref
erence to the waste, extravagance, dupli-

. cation, and useless expenditures in these 

. various departments upon which we 
should have some check. I stated at the 
time I introduced the bill on this subject 

that I realized it was not a perfect meas
ure, but it was something that would 
enable us to have a basis for considera
tion in order to get some action taken 
that would effect the economies, amount
ing, in my judgment, to millions, if not 
billions, which can be effected through 
some proper system of this character. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, I 
think the gentleman is absolutely right. 
There are many ways to save money. 
One came to my attention this morning. 
About a year ago in the Senate an 
amendment was offered to an appropria
tion bill ·that requires the Army and 
Navy to make a complete, detailed report 
to the Congress of the United States on 
every contract that was made over and 
above $10,000. That report must be in 
by July 1. That, remember, was before 
the war. We have today in the War De
partment over 800,000 individual con
tracts. Four hundred thousand of those 
are over $10,000. You have in the Navy 
275,000 contracts over $10,000. If that 
section of the law is not repealed im
mediately, it is the duty of the Army and 
the Navy under that law, before July 1, 
to make an individual and complete re-

. port on all the contracts over $10,000. 
The amendment- adopted in the Senate 
enumerated what information they have 
to furnish the House. I was told by the 
Under Secretary of War this morning 
that it would take thousand:., and thou
sands of employees and hundreds and 
hundreds of officers to compl~ with that 
law. Just think of it, when we are at war. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the · 
gentleman from MisSouri has expired. 

Mr. COCHRAN. I ask unanimous 
consent to proceed for 5 minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, I 

talked to a .high official of the Navy and 
he likewise said it would take thousands 
and thousands of employees and hun
dreds of officers to comply with the pro
visions of that Ii:tw. If we had an inves
tigation bureau in the Comptroller Gen
eral's office, the members of that bureau 
would have discovered that, and they 
would have come here and said to the 
Congress, "Repeal that section immedi
ately, because those officers are needed 
for other purposes and why spend this 
tremendous amount of money to employ 
several thousand people to do all this 
paper work at a time when we are at 
war, and when we have not even space 
enough for our regular employees. We 
will investigate any contracts you de
sire." I cite that as one instance. There 
are hundreds of instances where we can 
save money in the executive branch of 
the Government. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. GIFFORD] referred to the Expendi
tures Committee or I might say that he 
is still referring to it. Three times I 
went before the Committee on Rules, 
when I was chairman of that committee, 
and wanted to know if they wanted in:.. 
vestigations of this character made, and 
if they did, then amend the rules to give 
us the jurisdiction and provide us with 
the help, and the committee would func
tion accordingly. They refused to do 
that on three occasions. That is the 

reason that the Committee on Expendi
tures has not functioned along that line. 

Mr. GIFFORD. Of course, the ma
jority of the members of the Committee 
on Appropriations are on the gentleman's 
side, as well as the majority of the Com
mittee on Expenditures. 

Mr. COCHRAN. The Rules Commit
tee did not grant us the jurisdiction; we 

· could not proceed without that and 
expert assistance. 

Mr. GIFFORD. Is the gentleman try
ing to apologize for the Expenditures 
Committee doing nothing? 

Mr. COCHRAN. No; I am not; I never 
have and I never will. 

Mr. Chairman, this is a step in the 
right direction. I am going to make a 
request of the subcommittee appointed 
to confer with Mr. · Warren this after
noon and ask them to give us a hearing 
on this subject on the pending deficiency 
appropriation bill. I hope that commit
tee will do so. I feel sure it will; and 
if it does, I think Mr. Warren, Mr. Lan
ham, Mr. Disney, and myself can make 
a case that will warrant an appropria
tion for such a division under the Comp
troller that will make the investigations 
for Congress that are so badly needed. 
Then, again, that division could · make 
the investigations which from time to 
time are delegated to select committees. · 
We are creating too many select com
mittees. I see an opportunity for real 
public service here. 

Mr. WHI'ITINGTON. Mr. Chairman, 
I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. O'NEAL Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Yes. 
Mr. O'NEAL. I wonder if we cannot · 

make some arrangement about time for 
debate on these provisions dealing with 
the House of Represent-atives. I ask 
unanimous consent that debate on the 
provisions in the bill dealing with t-he 
House of Representatives and all amend
ments thereto close in 15 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
Mr. KEEFE. Mr, Chairman, I reserve 

the right to object. Fortunately or un
fortunately, I happen to be a member of 
the Committee on Appropriations. I 
have been seeking opportunity for some 
time to make a few comments on the sub
ject raised by the speakers, the gentleman 
from Oklahoma [Mr. DISNEY], and the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CocHRAN]. 

· I have not been granted recognition oy 
the Chair. I do not complain about that, 
but there has been a sort uf uniform rule 
that I have noticed at other times, whrn 
other committees were here that the 
Chair recognized a member of the com
mittee. 

Mr. O'NEAL. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that the debate upon 
the provisions of the bill relating to the 
House of Representatives and all amend
ments thereto close in 25 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objecticn? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr. Chairman, 

the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
O'NEAL], the chairman and the members 
of the committee in charge of the pending 
legislative appropriation bill are entitled 
to the thanks of the country and of the 
Congress for reducing the pending bill 
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by approximately one million and one
quarter dollars from the Budget esti
mates and from the appropriations for 
the current year. We must practice 
what we preach. Economy and retrench
ment should begin at home. The bill 
appropriates for the legislative branch 
of the Government. If we do not re
trench with respect to congressional and 
senatorial expenditures, we cannot make 
redu~tions in other branches of the Gov
ernment. 

The people of the country should know 
that the 8-hour day and the 40-hour 
week do not obtain by law in the offices of 
Senators and Representatives. Prior to 
Pearl Harbor, and, as I understand, since 
1931, the basic workweek for Government 
employees in Washington was 39 hours. 
Under the act of June 28, 1941, in the 
Navy the 39-hour week was suspended, 
with provision for paying certain em
ployees time and a half for overtime. In 
the Army no provision is made for the 
payment of time and one-half overtime, 
except in the field. 

I understand that since Pearl Harbor, 
in nonwar agencies Federal employees 
in Washington are working 44 hours, and 
in the War and Navy Departments Fed
eral employees in Washington are work
ing 48 hours. There are provisions in a 
number of the departments or agencies 
in the field for paying either straight 
time or time anc a half overtime for work 
in excess of 40 hours. 

If the Government has thus suspended 
the 39-hour week in the Government 
service, I know of no reason why the 40-
hour week should not be suspended in 
industry to secure maximum war pro
duction. 

Presi9ent Franklin D. Roosevelt, on 
March 17, 1942, in his press conference, 
stated he opposed the suspension of the 
40-hour week and he is reported to have 
sa.id there is no reason for restrictive 
labor legislation. While I have supported 
the foreign policy of the administration, 
I have not agreed with the labor views of 
the President. I do not agree with them 
now. He stated that he believed William 
Green and Philip Murray would volun
tarily abolish_ ·double time for Sunday. 
He thus advocated voluntary cooperation 
instead of restrictive legislation. Volun
tary· cooperation did not result in the 
40-hour week. It took legislation to pro
vide for 40 hours. If voluntary legislation 
could not provide for 40 hours, voluntary 
cooperation cannot suspend the 40-hour . 
week. President Franklin D. Roosevelt 
opposes the suspension. He admits he 
has no power to suspend it. He states 
that all time and all hours in excess of 
40 hours must be paid at time and one
half for overtime. 

Members of Congress who have op
posed suspending the 40-hour week and 
who have opposed restrictive labor legis
lation have insisted that Congress has 
authorized the President to suspend the 
40-hour week. The~ have emphasized 
that laborers in defense plants are work
ing 44 or 48 and longer hours. I have 
repeatedly challenged the suspension 
contention. I assert now, as I have pre
viously asserted, that there is no statute 
which authoriz~s the President of the 
United States to suspend the 40-hour 
weelt. Longer hours may be worked, but 

the statute cannot be suspended. If 
longer hours are worked, they must be 
paid for at time and one-half for over
time, and this is the crux of the matter. 
Defense contracts are being negotiated. 
Donald Nelson insists upon negotiated 
contracts. Taxpayers remember March 
14, when they filed their income tax re
turns. They are more tax conscious 
than they have ever been. They are 
willing to be taxed to the bone, but they 
insist upon reasonable profits and rea
sonable wages. They are opposed to ex
cessive wages and unconscionable profits. 
They maintain that the 40-hour week 
was passed in order to spread labor when 
unemployment was widespread. They 
insist that laborers should have an op
portunity to work longer than 40 hours 
a week, and the laborers say they will 
be satisfied to work at regular pay longer 
than 40 hours a week. 

The President can authorize longer 
hours for work, but he is without author
ity to provide that the longer hours shall 
be at regular pay. 

Taxpayers are demanding the cutting 
out of frills, the elimination of experi
ments, the abolition of useless agencies, 
and the abolishment of subsidies direct 
or indirect. They demand reduction in 
all nondefense expenditures and the 
elimination of all nonessential expendi
tures. They are willing to be taxed to the 
limit to provide for the Army and the 
Navy, but they insist that their taxes not 
be squandered. They demand that there 
be no excessive wages and profits in the 
defense industry. I welcome the peti
tions of taxpayers for reduction and re
trenchment. I am pleased to know that 
those whom I represent support my ef
forts to curb strikes and eliminate labor 
racketeers. I welcome the petitions of 
taxpayers to eliminate frills, to forget 
so-called social gains, to cut out non
essentials, and to retrench in all non
defense expenditures. 

The alleged reason for the 40-hour 
week was widespread unemployment. 
There is a scarcity of workmen now. 
The reason for the law no longer ob
tains. The law should be suspended. 
The production essential to victory can
not be obtained with a 40-hour week. 

Members of the House have said com
placently that the President holds the 
solution of the 40-hour problem. I · re
peat he has no power to suspend the 40-
hour week. I emphasize that only Con
gress can reduce war costs. As long as 
the 40-hour week obtains, just so long 
will all collective bargaining result in 
time and one-half for all hours in ex
cess of 40. It may be admitted that the 
principle of time and one-half for over
time is sound. It obtained in the first 
World War, but there was no 40-hour 
week. The overtime began after 50 hours 
of work in many cases. It now begins 
at 40. The initial costs are thus in
creased approximately 25 percent. The 
taxpayer knows that the burden falls 
on him. He will make any sacrifice that 
is necessary to provide arms and muni
tions, but he wants to know that his dol
lar goes for that purpose and not to. 
labor or war profiteers. 

Again, many laborers, whether organ
ized or not organized, plead with me and 
with other Members of Congress that 

they be permitted to work longer than 
40 hours at regular pay. They ask to be 
delivered from their selfish and design
ing labor leaders. Their plea should be 
heard. At the same time, the laborers 
themselves elect and choose their own 
leaders. They must clean house. They 
cannot pass the buck altogether to Con
gress. For months and years I have in
sisted that those who toil and work will 
lose more if labor legislation is brought 
into disrepute than any other class of our 
citizens. I have urged tbat labor itself 
clean house for its own self-preservation 
and P.rotection. 

It is well known that I have collab
orated with the gentleman from Virginia 
in urging and passing restrictive legisla
tion. I supported the Smith bill to curb 
labor racketeers and to curb strikes in 
defense industries that passed the House 
in December. It is now in the other 
body. The bill should be considered by 
the Senate. 

I recently offered an amendment to 
the so-called Smith bill to suspend the 
40-hour week. It failed to pass the 
House some 2 weeks. This bill is 
pending before the Judiciary Commit
tee of the House. I am among those who 
urged that committee to conduct hear
ings and report the bill. The gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. SMITH], on March 16, 
1942, introduced H. R. 6790 with respect 
to Navy contracts. It suspends the 40-
hour week in defense works. It limits 
profits to 6 percent. It restricts and 
controls strikes. It eliminates labor 
racketeering I have been in frequent 
conference with the chairman of the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. I am glad 
the committee will consider, and I trust 
it will report, a proper bill. The gentle
man from Virginia [Mr. SMITH] on the 
same day introduced H. R. 6792 which 
embraces Army contracts. It has been 
referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. I have urged that committee to 
consider and report the bill with any 
clarifying amendments. It suspends the 
40-hour week with respect to Army con
tracts during the war. It limits profits 
to 6 percent. It curbs illegal labor prac
tices. It controls and eliminates labor 
racketeers. I trust the Committee on 
Military Affairs will promptly report a 
proper bill. 

· Donald Nelson demands uninterrupted 
production. President Roosevelt pleads 
for uninterrupted production. The only 
way to reach greater production is to re
move the unjustified 40-hour limitation 
beyond which time and one-half and 
double time must be paid. It is not 
merely a matter of saving money to em
ployees. Costs are figured on straight 
time. Many workmen in defense jobs 
are willing to work longer at regular pay. 
Those who opposed the suspension em-:
phasized that many work 50, and some as 
high as 60 hours. It is all right to work 
50 hours a week for fat money, but it is 
all wrong to work 50 hours a week to help 
the United States win the war. If Ger
man laborers work 70 hours, American 
laborers should repeal a law which forbids 
50 hours. The workers are willing to 
make the extra effort. Even without 
Extra pay for overtime, they are much 
better off than our soldiers in the camp 
and in the field. They are much better 
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• off than laborers in other countries. It 
is only the selfish labor racketeers who 
undertake to intimidate the Government. 
We must work and work before it is too 
late. The concrete question is, Will the 
Government permit its citizens to work 
longer than 40 hours to save and protect 
America and all that America stands for? 
We must work as well as fight if we win 
the war. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from Wisconsin [Mr. KEEFE], a member 
of the committee, is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. KEEFE. Mr. Chairman, !.spent 
about 30 years of my life as a very active 
trial lawyer in tl ... e trial of litigation cov
ering a rather wide territory and a rather 
wide variety of litigation. Never in my 
life have I gone into court without a wit
ness. I have no recollection of ever 
going into the trial of an important law
suit expecting to win my case by the art 
of cross-examination alone. 

My experience as a member of the 
Appropriations Committee in the work of 
examination of Budget estimates and jus
tifications leads me to the belief that the 
present method of handling appropria
tions in committee requires us to try a 
lawsuit 'Without the benefit of a witness. 

In the first place, who makes up the 
appropriation bill itself? The bill comes 
up to the subcommittee, prepared by the 
Department as a result of the work of the 
Budget Bureau and representatives of 
the Department who. appear before the 
BUdget Bureau. That bill is handed 
down to the subcommittee with a book of 
estimates that looks like Webster's Dic
tionary; only much larger. ·There each 
estimate contained in that appropriation 
bill is specifically listed, and they expect 
five or six men on the subcommittee to 
sit there day after day and listen to testi
mony justifying these appropriations. 
Who are the people who come before the 
committee? They are the identical peo
ple who have already appeared before the 
Budget Bureau.. They are the identical 
people, by and large, who are requesting 
the appropriations that they are attempt
ing to justify. 

I have failed to see, in my brief expe
rience as a member of the committee, at 
least, where the committee has the ad
vantage of an imp~':'tial examination and 
investigation of a single expert to advise 
members of the subcommittee as to the 
reasonableness or the necessity of the 
particular items making up the estimate. 
So when the committee carries on its 
work it depends upon the membership 
of the committee, largely hit· and miss, 
if you please, in cross-examination of the 
witnesses who· come before it to try to 
develop out of that cross-examination 
the fact that there may possibly be some 
opportunity for retrenchment in that 
particular appropriation. 

When the committee proceeds to write 
up the bill-! think I am revealing no 
particular secret of the Appropriations 
Committee, because the procedure is well . 
known-reductions in estimates are 
made by the subcommittee without bene
fit of independent evidence and without 
scientific basis. The action of the sub
committee frequently by the very na
ture of the proceeding must be quite as 
arbitrary as are amendments adopted in 

the Committee of the Whole. My expe
rience has been that while they may act 
with a little more information perhaps 
on a particular item than the Commit
tee of the Whole, most of the reductions 
that are made . in the committee itself 
are unscientific and purely arbitrary for 

· the simple reason that we do not have 
the benefit of independent scientific 
advice. 

Mr. DISNEY. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. KEEFE. And so may I say to the 
gentleman from Oklahoma who is a 
member of the Committee. on Ways and 
Means, that I have labored since I have 
been on the Appropriations Committee, 
sometimes under trying circumstances, 
to be sure that when a bill is finally re
ported that it is at least a fairly scien
tific estimate of the needs of the Depart
ment. In coming to that conclusion I am 
required to rely almost entirely upon the 
testimony of the people who have re
quested the appropriation and for whose 
benefit the appropriation is made. 

Mr. Chairman, I now yield to the gen
tleman from Oklahoma. 

Mr. DISNEY. The gentleman heard 
our colleague from Missouri [Mr. 
CocHRAN] discuss the matter of placing 
this idea in the Comptroller's hands. 

Mr. KEEFE. I did. 
Mr. DISNEY. What is the gentle

man's judgment on that as compared 
with the proposition of having it right 
here in the Capitol under the control of 
Congress? 

Mr. KEEFE. In response to the 
gentleman I may say I have repeatedly 
advocated ever since I have been a mem
ber of the Appropriations Committee and 
have had an opportunity to observe the 
work of the subcommittees that we 
should have attached to that committee 
itself under the specific direction of the 
committee some experts who · could sit in 
and go through these departments, and 
sit in the Budget hearings if necessary, 
auditors who can examine these accounts 
and tell us whether it is necessary that 
they should have this number of em
ployees or that number of employees, and 
what the employees are doing, and give us 
information that we cannot .get from the 
cross-examination of · these Bureau 
heads who come before the committee. 
It fs one of the most vital necessities of 
this Congress that such assistance should 
be given to the Appropriations Com
mittee. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog

nizes the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
BENDER] for 5 minutes. 

Mr. BENDER. Mr. Chairman, before 
I proceed with my remarks I desire to 
congratulate the present occupant of the 
chair, who comes from Ohio, for I un
stand it is the first time that an Ohioan 
has occupied this chair since Nick Long
worth was Speaker and presided while 
the House considered ·a bill in Com
mittee. 

Mr. DISNEY. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. BENDER. I yield. 
Mr. DISNEY. Certainly the gentle

man from Ohio [Mr. HARLAN] has pre
sided many times; and the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. HARTER]. 

Mr. BENDER I am glad to hear that. 
I was misinformed. I meant no re:fiec
tion on any other Member; I merely 
wanted to congratulate the chairman and 
the Speaker for his selection of an Ohioan 
as Chairman of the Committee of the 
~hole to preside over these proceedings. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BENDER. I yield. 
Mr. McCORMACK. I was just going 

to say there is no more gracious Member 
of the House than the gentleman who 
occupies the chair at the present time. 

PLOW-UNDER PROGRAM NEEDED 

Mr. BENDE~. I want to proceed for 
a few minutes on the question raised by 
the gentleman from Oklahoma-economy 
in government. Last Friday evening I 
met a responsible official of the Govern
ment who made. the statement that we 
could get along with about half the peo
ple now occupying fine-cushioned seats 
in th,ese buildings scattered around 
Washington. I agree with him. · 

As for Oklahoma, I call your attention 
to an editorial in .today's Washington 
News headed "The cold winds of Okla
homa." I read: 

Nothing furinier has happened in Washing
ton in a long time than the arm-waving act 
which the Senator from Oklahoma put on 
the other day. 

Mr. MONRONEY. Mr. Chairman, a 
point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will 
state it. 

Mr. MONRONEY. Mr. Chairman. I 
am forced to make the point of order that 
the statements in the· editorial would be 
out of order in the House of Representa
tives under the rule forbidding mention 
in debate of the other· body or a Member 
thereof. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from Ohio will proceed in order. 

Mr. BENDER. Under the circum
stances, although I have not mentioned 
the Senator's name, I shall have to ask 
the Membership of the House to read this 
editorial. I am sure it will be in Ol'oer 
for them to read it in their homes or- on 
the :floor some time today 

On every occasion since I became a 
Member of this House when an appro
priation bill was up for consideration I 
have offered amendments, on one occa
sion 39 times, cutting down nondefense, 
nonessential appropriations. Examme 
the record and you will find how few of 
the Members voted for these reductions. 
I am glad that Members on the majotity 
side of the aisle are finally getting "re
ligion" on nondefense appropriations. I 
am sure our people are becoming more 
tax conscious since they paid their last 
income tax and came to the realization . 
that still greater tax increases are fort.h
coming. Letters are coming in by the 
hundreds objecting to sale taxes, pay-roll 
taxes, objecting to all kinds of taxes. 

Americans have turned out in unprece
dented numbers to pay their taxes to 
Uncle Sam this week. The millions of 
dollars paid in over the income-tax 
counters of the Nation will go far toward 
sinking Mr. Tojo's ships and ending Mr. 
Hitler's oratory. 

It is significant that in this week when 
Mr. and Mrs. America were turning out 
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by the millions to pay their taxes, the 
House of Representatives took a step for
ward in the direction of economy. It was 
not a long step, to be sure, but it repre
sented a beginning through a cut of 
$56,510,722 in the farm-supply bill. 

Even though this slash was only a small 
part of the $771,000,000 involved in the 
measure, it gave the Senate its first 
opportunity to join with the House rna:. 
jority spokesmen in cutting down on an 
appropriation bill. 

On these measures the slogan of every 
Congressman, Senator, and taxpayer 
must be, "Ever~ little bit helps." 

When the New Deal came into power 
the Department of Agriculture had ap
proximately 27,000 employees. The 
farmers were raising too much food. In 
order to help them raise less food the per
sonnel of the Department h~- been raised 
to 91,000. 

Now that the farmer is asked for more 
food again, it will be interesting to see 
whether any of these people are turned 
off or even more added to help farmers do 
what they were already doing when there 

. were only 27,000 employees. 
With the Government bringing thou-· 

sands of new . employees weekly into 
Washingt(:m, a city already crowded al
most to indecency, and a ·shortage of desk 
spaces for defense o~ces, it would seem 
that the 64,000 increase in Department of 
Agriculture employees might be reduced 
and the personnel turned over to defense 
offices and the desk space more usefully 
employed. -

With·farmers short of help, some of th.e· 
employees in the office might do farmers 
more good milking cows and . slopping 
hogs than by pushing-pencils or waiting 

. for orders. · But, looking them over, one 
would wonder just what a farmer would 
do with many of them or what interest 
they wm,lld have in agricultu.r:e anyway. - · 

. · So rapidly is t~e army ·Of Federal job
holders growing under the stress; and in 
some instances the excuse, of the current · 
war emergeney that Frank· R. Kent, the 
Baltimore Sun's noted political -analyst; 
recently estimated a Federal rQSter of · 
2,000,000 civilian employees a year from : 
now. 

Mr. Kent pointed out-
It · is distinctly an understatement to say 

that the civilian defense organization of to
day is several times as large as the civilian 
war organization of 1917-18, and is costing · 
several times as much. 

At the end of March 1940-

Mr. Kent recalled-
there were 949,229 civilians on the Federal 
pay rolls alone; on March 31: 1941, there were 
1,202,347; on September 31 there - were 
1,444,985. 

In ot her words, 500,000 persons have been 
added to the pay rolls in the last 18 months
more than 230,.000 of them in the last 6 
months. The number is increasing ·now at 
the rate of 50,000 a month. So, a reasonable· 
estimate will put the total civilian pay roll 
a year from now at 2,000,000. That this is 
a reasonable estimate is att~sted by the ex
pansion plans already revealed by various 
agencies. 

One of these is the Contract Distribution 
Division of the Office M Production Manage
ment, headed by Mr. Floyd Odium. Shortly, 
1t 1s stated, Mr. Odium, .with a $23,000,000 
budget, expects to have 4,000 men in the' 

field , 200 field offices, 3 exhibit trains run
nip.g through 27 States, and defense clinics 
in all major cities. Another is the Treasury, 
where a most enormous increase is necessi
tated by the· new taxes. Many thousands of 
new clerks, inspectors, and agents will be 
necessary to· collect the $5 tax on some 40 -
000,000 automobiles and to handle the r~
turns and payments from the 20,000,000 indi
viduals who never paid taxes before but are 
now brought in by the lowered exemptions of 
the new law. 

Then there is the Civilian Defense Organi
zation, nominally headed by Mayor La
Guardia, but largely, it seems, being run by 
Mrs. Roosevelt, around whom "social work
ers·" cluster thicker than flies. At the dis
posal of the Civilian Defense Organization 
are many millions and its rapidly growing 
roll of employees extends from coast to 
coast. There are some who feel that there 
is building up here an organization which it 
will be difficult to uproot after the war
and that Mrs. Roosevelt, with, of course, 'the 
noblest of motives, is using it to extend her 

- influence over women's activities in a quite 
extraordinary manner. Certainly, since she 
took hold in a big way the social workers are 
swarming as ·never before. 

In fact, the idea has thoroughly percolated 
through the country that anybody who wants 
a job can get it in Washington now . And 
they are coming in from all directions-and 
getting on. Unchecked, the result inevitably 
will be a bureaucracy swollen to so huge a size 
that it cannot be supported and may pre
cipitate chaos . Leaving out the men in the 
military, naval, and related. branches, 1,449,-

- 000 civilians cited above means that 1 person 
in . every 87 in the whole cour. try is now on 
the Fed~eral pay roll. 

When to these are added Work Projects 
Administration, Civilian Conservation Corps, 
National Youth Administration, farm subsi
dies, social security benefits and pensions. it 
is conservative to say that 20,000,000 per
sons, or nearly one-sixth of the total J5opula
tion, are receiving Government pay, pension, 
or benefit checks. The Administration plans 
are not to reduce this number, but to in-

. crease lt. With a half a million added to 
the Federal pay rolls in 18 months and with 

· the rate of increase about 1,600 a day. it· 
_does not seem unfounded to feel that the 
. dangers to democracy inside are not much 

less than those from outside. At any rate, 
there i!' the picture. _ 

The tremendous influx of new Federal 
· employes has compelled the na-tional! 
Government to begin the removal of 
many civilian agencies' from Washing
ton. \Vith war needs commanding the 
day, the growth of our Federal bureau
cracy will inevitably swell to unprece-

. dented proportions. 
In this mushroom era, the taxpayers 

of the Nation are entitled to one definite 
commitment by their Federal Govt~rn- ' 
ment. Inefficiency and ~dleness in a de
fense industry would be intolerable. 
Equally, inefficient and unnecessary 
civilian employment must be intolerable 
in our governmental agencies during the 
war. No new workers should be added 
to national pay rolls whose presence is 
no~ dictated by absolute necessity. 

Uncle Sam's taxpayers are determined 
to play fair with their country. Their 
country must play equally fair with them. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog
nizes the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 

. DINGELL]. 
Mr. DINGELL. Mr. Chairman, I ask 

unanimous consent to proceed out• of 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN.· Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. DINGELL]? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. DINGELL. Mr. Chairman in 

reading the newspapers I was shocked to 
learn that two Nazi-German spies, one 
Peter Franz Erich Donay desecrating a 
uniform of an American soldier at Fort 
Jay, and another, Frederick Freundt, a 
traitorous naturalized American were 
upon apprehension and ar:raignm~nt be~ 
fore United States Commissioner Edward 
Fay in Brooklyn, made eligible to release 
upon furnishing bail in the amount of 
$25,000, when they should have been shot 
on sight. 

Think of it, the Federal courts cod
dling a pair of contemptible biped rodents 
who already confessed their guilt-in
stead of immediately turning these· arch 

_ criminals over to the Army for summary 
court martial and execution. 

This may be construed as a criticism 
of the court and if there is any misunder
standing on the point, I say to you that 
it is so intended. 

Benedict Arnold who gave to the Brit
ish the plans to a little blockhouse in 
New York which in the final analysis 
made no difference which side held it 
was cotirt-martialed and exiled. Majo~ 
Andre, a ~ritisher, was executed. Today 
we treat a pair of .slimy and venomous 
snakes in our midst as though they were 
petty law violators. 

· The wave of sabotage in every conceiv
able form, be it a mysterious crash of a 
bomber, the blowing up of an arsenal or 
the burning ·and sinking of the Nor
mandie is due entirely to American in
di~erence which permeates the entire 
American structure from worker to judge. 
We must all awaken to the danger if we 
are to master and overcome this dan-

. gerous element among us which seeks to 
destroy our Government. This is war 
let_ ~s keep our eyes open, and when yo~ / 
catch ·a spy_ or a .saboteur red-handed 
~reat him roughly, and spying, sabotag-

. mg will cease forthwith. 
The · CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog

nizes the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
BROWN]. 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
I rise at this time because of my interest 
in the very recent manifestation .of econ
omy I have seen here during the past 
few . days on the part of some of the 
gentlemen who have voted for the build
ing. of these agencies of Government and 
for all the appropriations we now talk 
about as being wasteful. There is an 
old saying that "when the devil was sick 
the devil a saint would be." I am happy 
to see that some of the gentlemen are 
getting religion, even though the con
version is coming just a little late. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog
nizes the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
WASIELEWSKI]. 

Mr. WASIELEWSKI. Mr. Chairman, 
I ask unanimous consent to proceed out 
of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
tq the request of the gentleman from 
Wisconsin? 

There was no objection. 
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Mr. WASIELEWSKI. Mr. Chairman, 

there is no reason under the sun why 
any industry engaged in a nonessential 
activity should be permitted to build up 
its inventory. It should be converted at 
once without delay. 

In this morning's paper I noted a news 
item stating that the manufacture of the 
popular type of vending machines, which 
dispense beverage, cigarettes, food, candy, 
nuts, and chewing gum will be discontin
ued April 30 under an order issued by the 
War Production Board. Some 70vending
machine plants are to be affected by the 
order. In 1941 these plants did a busi
ness of approximately $10,000,000. About 
10 percent of these plants are already 
converted to direct war production, and 
another 10 percent partially converted. 

Yesterday's paper carried an item set
ting forth that the manufacture of pin
ball machines, jute boxes, and other types 
of amusement machines were to be dis
continued on May 1 under an order of 
the War Production Board. Some 30 
plants employing 10,000 men are engaged 
in this industry, which did a $70,000,000 
business in 1941. 

Gentlemen, is there any reason why 
the manufacture of these pinball ma
chines, juke boxes, beverage, cigarette, 
and chewing-gum machines should be 
protracted? These industries all use 
vital materials like copper, nickel, alumi
num, and steel, which are so sorely needed 
in our defense production. · Is there any 
reason why the skilled hands that manu
facture these machines should not be put 
to war production at once? We cannot 
hope to win this war with pinball ma
chines, juke boxes, beverage and chew
ing-gum machines. 

. w.· P. B. should rescind its previous 
order and require immediate conversion 
of these industries. If they are converted 
at once, the vital materials that they use 
could be put into war· machinery and 
they can be well on the way to mass war 
production before May 1. We need pro
duction now-May 1 may be too late. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog
nizes the gentleman from Oklahoma 
[Mr. MONRONEYJ. 

Mr. MONRONEY. Mr. Chairman, I 
deeply regret that only 2 minutes · ar'e 
allowed to discuss this very important 
Disney proposal, which was ruled out on 
a point of order. I also regret that the 
parliamentary rules make it impossible 
to transfer from less essential functions 
money that might be spent in this all
important function of investigating the 
bureaus in regard to the items that are 
carried in appropriation bills. 

The statement that there are 1:i2 Cap
itol policemen was mentioned. I think 
that with the Army guarding the Capitol 
at night, we could devote a part of that 
money to hiring really expert account
ants and investigators for the Commit
tee on Appropriations. Real investiga
tors and auditors are badly needed to aid 
our committee& and to look under every 
chip, to find out whether or not money 
is being wasted. 

The gentleman from Texas [Mr. LAN
HAM] has been active in this matter. I 
have had occasion to check numerous 
times with the General Accounting Of
fice and with the Budget Bureau for in-

formation on these bureaus' accounts. I 
am frank to say that I believe this move 
would be effective to cut down expendi
tures by furnishing real information on 
expenditures. We must have expert wit
nesses available for the Committee on 
Appropriations so that we here shall 
have the ammunition, the know how, the 
"savvy" to know where these expendi
tures can be wisely cut and where waste 
is going on. Until we reach that point 
we shall never have an effective and an 
efficient appropriation for any of the de
partments, because the appropriations 
will be cut helter-skelter and without ·due 
consideration. 

I regret that the parliamentary ruies 
make it impossible to transfer funds 
from one less essential function to a 
more essential fun~tion. but I do hope 
that legislation will be passed giving the 
power to the Congress to acquire this 
needed information. 

What the Congress needs is "show
case accounting" and coordination of our 
accounting so that we can find out how 
much money is spent by various depart
ments for travel expenses, for communi
cations, and how many employees each 

. department has, and an expert's slant on 
whether they have more than are needed. 

·I feel such investigators and auditors 
could save hundreds of millions without 
interfering with essential functions of 
Government. We furnish our bureaus 
all the help they need and much is used 
to build up their case for more appro
priations. The other side of the picture 
also needs help to make it possible to 
weigh these requests for money in their 
true merit of service. 

Tne Clerk read as foHows: 
Capitol Power Plant: For lighting, heating, 

and power for the Capitol, Senate and House 
Office Buildings, Supremt> Court Building, 
Congressional Library Buildings, and the 
grounds about the same. Botanic Garden, 
legislative garage, and folding and storage 
rooms of the Senate, and for air-condition
ing refrigeration not supplit>d from plants in 
any of such buildings; for heating the Gov
ernment Printing Office and Washington City 
Post Office and for light and power therefor 
whenever available; personal and other serv
ices, engineering instrumPnts, fuel, oil, ma
terials, labor, advertising, and purchase of 

· waterproof wearing apparel in connection 
with the maintenance and operation of the 
plant. $782,281, of which $69.000 shall be 
available immediately. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Chairman, I 
move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Chairman, sev
eral days ago Members rose in the House 
and displayed thousands of letters and 
telegrams from their constituents de
manding that the House pass some legis
lation establishing a labor policy. In 
the ·noon edition of the Times-Herald I 
find a statement setting forth that the 
Speaker of the House told a press con
ference. that indignation meetings have 
been held and are being scheduled 
throughout the Nation, which usually are 
resulting in mass criticism of the efforts 
of management, labor, and government 
in the war crisis. Over on the inside 
page there is a headline stating that 
"Roosevelt opposes move to abolish the 
40-hour week." 

The press carries the further informa
tion that the President, giving his views, 

said he could see no need for restrictive 
labor legislation. He viewed the labor 
situation in the defense factories as ex
tremely satisf:lctory., the news item con
tinues: 

What we do need, more than additional 
legislation or anything else, Mr . Roosevelt 
asserted, is more enthusiasm in the whole war 
effort. He would like to see a few more pa
rades, a few more band.c; playing. 

In his press conference the Speaker is 
reported as having said that Congress 
was being swamped by letters and t€le
grams from every section of the country. 
Members of Congress know that quite 
well, anti they also know that the senders 
of those letters and telegrams are in ear
nest and mean business, and that the 
people are fully aware of what is going on. 

When the President said there is "an 
amazing state of public misinformation" 
he just proved that he does not know 
what the people are thinking or want. It 
may be true, as he stated, that some peo
ple think a man may not legally work 
more than 40 hours a week. but the vast 
majority know better. They also know 

. that if men work more than 40 'lours a 
week those me1 must be paid pay and a 
half for the extra time. 

There is throughout these United 
States a growing resentment because of 
the excessive cost in the production of 
materials essential for the carrying on 
of the war. 

The fact that those in the armed forces 
of the United States are serving in places 
of danger for a compensation which per 
month is·no more than that paid per day 
to some of those engaged in industrial 
production and in most cases is far less 
per month than that received for a week's 
service of far shorter duration by indus
trial workers tends to create- discontent 
and disunity. 

The fact that drafted men are re
quired to serve for $21 or $31 per month, 
24 hours a day, 7 days a week, while in
dustrial workers are required to be paid 
pay and a half for every hour over 40 
hours worked in any 1 ·week has cre
ated a feeling of resentment throughout 
the country. 

All efforts to remedy this situation have 
so far been blocked by a combination of 
union and administration pressure. 

Remarks on the floor of the House 
during the past few days have indicated 
a growing desire on the part of the House 
to remedy this inequality, lessen this dis
content, by adequate legislation. 

The President has called on us time 
and again for an all-out united effort for 
production. I recall when the Speaker 
took the floor reading a letter from the 
President-and the incident was :referred 
to the other night by the gentleman from 
Oklahoma [Mr. RIZLEYJ-and told us 
that he would either lead or go along in 
an effort to give us legislation on labor. 
Shortly· thereafter the House did pass 
such a bill and sent it over to the other 
body. 

The thing I am getting at now is this. 
If the President wants a 24-hour day and 
a 7 -day week, how .can he ask that those' 
who work more tl.an 40 hours shall be 
paid pay and a half for all over the 40 
hours? Our people are meeting a_nd they 
are indignant. How can you get all-out 
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production at the lowest possible cost if 
we are going to pay these political ·allies of 
the administration pay and a half for 
every hour they work· over the 40 hours? 
Is that fair to the boys in the ranks? I 
say it is not. I say, if the President would 
be consistent, let him demand the same 
service of these men who are staying at 
home that he is demanding of the men 
in the field. I would like to remedy that 
situation if I can. 
. Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman ·yield? 

Mr. HOFFMAN. No; I cannot yield. 
If we are to have the maintenance of 

the 40-hour week, if we are to have pay 
and a half for every hour that is worked 
by any man over the 40 hours a week, 
if we are to have double pay for Sundays 
and for holidays, and if that is the order 
of the administration, and if it is treason 
to question anything that the admin
istration says, I will go along. Do you 
hear? I will go along, provided you will 
put through a bill which I dropped in the 
hopper. this morning to give the armed 
men in the combat service, in the combat 
areas, the same pay, deducting a fair 
allowance for maintenance, that you give 
to the organized .men in industry. Now, 
what is the matter with that, and why 
do I offer it? 

I want to bring home to the adminis
tration, if I can or if that thing is pos
sible, the inconsistency in its attitude, 
the unfairness in its conduct of drafting 
men for 24-hour, 7-day week service 
everywhere in the world, and then tell
ing these men at home they need not 
work more than 40 hours to make the 
tools of war which the armed men must 
have if they are to succeed, unless they 
receive pay and a half for all time over 
40 hours per week and double pay if they 
work on a Sunday or a holiday. 

Inasmuch as the President still seems 
to feel that the 40-hour week should not 
be abolished for the duration of the war 
and that time and a half should be paid 
to men in defense industries for every 
hour they work over and above 40 hours 
per week; that the compensation of these 
workers should not be lessened, to call 
attention to the situation and to remedy 
the injustice, I introduced the bill to 
which I referred, calling for the payment 
of our armed forces in combat areas of 
compensation which will come some
where near equaling that received by 
those who are working here at home, in 
places far from the danger zone. 

[Here the gavel fell. 1 
The Clerk read as follows: · 
Salaries, Library, proper: For the Librarian, 

the Librarian Emeritus, Chief Assistant · Li
brarian, and other personal services, includ
ing special and temporary services and extra 
special ser:vices of regular employees (not ex
ceeding $5,000) at rates to be fixed by the 
Librarian, $1.422,935. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Chairman, I offer 
an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. DIRKSEN: On 

page 35, line 21, strike out "$1,422,935" and 
insert "$1,400,815." 

Mr. DIRKSEN. M~. Chairman, I feel 
extremely modest in offering an amend
ment to save $22,120. However, I am not 
insensible of the fact that $22,120 would 

be the aggregate of income taxes paid by 
221 citizens of the United States who 
might in this calendar year pay $100 in
come tax each. We have become so in
sensible to money values because of the 
astronomical sums in which we have been 
dealing for a great many years, it must 
come as somewhat of a shock, I admit, 
when we undertake to save $22,120. The 
reason, however, for the amendment is 
that it will eliminate 12 positions which 
were allowed by the subcommittee. In 
the first instance, the Library asked for 
136 and in the revised estimates I believe 
it was curtailed to 31. The subcommit
tee finally allowed 12. One of these is an 
emergency nurse, another one is an as
sistant law clerk, and three are additions 
in the Department of Orientalia in the 
Library of Congress. 

Among other things they will do work 
in some of the so-called Indic study of 
material which has been assembled from 
Burma, from Thailand, from Malaya, 
from India, and elsewhere. It occurs to 
me that the daily newspapers, the ~aga
zines, and the microfilm which has been 
assembled from Burma and Siam can 
wait for a little while. This is as good 
a time as any to disallow the 12 addi
tional positions that the Library is re
questing at the present time. Seven 
other new positions are requested in the 
field of processing material for the proc
essing of books. They have been in ar
rears for a long time over there, on proc
essing, and is it not worth while to sug
gest that for the duration of this conflict 
they remain in arrears or at least for a 
little while longer? So I suggest to you, 
in all humility, that $22,120 is worth sav
ing. It is more than chicken feed in the 
country from which I come. 

Mr. VANZANDT. Mr. _Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DIRKSEN. J yielJ. 
. Mr. VAN ZANDT. If .they· want infor
mation from Burma and Thailand they 
should ask the doughboys who will come 
back from that part of the world in a 
few years. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. That is a good sug
gestion. 

Mr. O'NEAL. Mr. Chairman, I rise in . 
opposition. The gentleman from Illi
nois desires to save money. I believe 
that it is proper to save where it is wis
dom to save, and I also believe that it is 
wise to spend money where it is wisdom . 
to spend. The committee in the hear
ings gave sincere study and thought to 
these positions which the gentleman 
seeks to strike from the bill. First is 
the nurse. There is one nurse in that 
building with the hundreds and thou
sands of people that go there. She can
not be on duty all of the time. We felt 
that as a matter of protection to the lives 
and the health of the people that another 
one is needed. If one is needed, certainly 
two are needed, because one cannot be 
on duty all of the time. 

So far as the Orientalia Division is 
concerned, if the gentleman will read the 
testimony he will see that it is greatly 
needed. These scholars have familiarity 
with the languages and customs, and they 
maintain in the Library today a 24-hour 
service for the War 'and Navy Depart
ments, and this Orientalia Division is 

doing a tremendous piece of war work. 
That sort of service is not available any
where else. We thought certainly at 
this time when so little is known of the 
southeastern Pacific, when the requests 
are coming in for that sort of service, 
that we must provide these people to help 
out in that Division. 

In the Processing Division this is an 
economy, according to the RECORD. 
They have accessions in the Library of 
about 600,000 different items each year . 
Those must be cataloged and made use 
of. There is duplication now. If this is 
allowed for the next year and for 2 years 
these extra assistants will have caught 
up with the work, and they will make it 
unnecessary to have two groups doing 
this work. They will be able to wipe out 
those functions we have added, and some 
of the excess employees in the Process
ing Division. These seven employees 
will save money, and ultimately save per
sonnel. Although they asked for 166 new 
employees in the Library which was later 
reduced to 31, we allowed only 12, and. in 
the opinion of the committee, after care
ful study we felt that these 7 should 
be allowed and that the other employees 
should be put on. I trust the amend
ment will be defeated. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
agreeing to the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Illinois 

The question was taken; and on a divi
sion <demanded by Mr. DIRKSEN) there 
were-ayes, 41, noes, 45. 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
General increase of Library: For purchase 

of books, miscellaneous periodicals and news- • 
papers photo-copying supplies and photo
copying labor, and all other material for the 
increase of the Library, including payment in 
advance for subscription books and society 
publications. and for freight . commissions, 
and traveling expenses ·not to exceed $5.000, 
including expenses of attendance at ·meet
ings when ·incurred on the written authority 
and direction of the Librarian in the interest 
of collections, and all other expenses inci
dental to the acquisition of books, miscel
laneous periodicals and newspapers, and all 
other material for the incr'ease of the Library, 
by purchase, gift, bequest, or exchange, 
$173,000, to continue available during the 
fiscal year 1944 . . · 

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Chairman, I offer 
the following amendment, which I send · 
to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. DIRKSEN: Page 

38, line 20, after the word "exchange", strike 
out "$173,000" and insert "$55,000." 

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Chairman, the 
amendment needs no extensive ventila
tion. The subcommittee reported $173,-
000 for increase in the Library of Con
gress. For 1942 that amount was $248,-
000. In 1942 it included $50,000 :or the 
purchase of the Herndon collection·· of 
Lincolniana, so that from the Budget 
they asked the difference between $248,-
000 and $50,000, which is $198,000. That 
was scaled by the subcommittee to $173,-
000. The amendment on the desk would 
reduce the amount to $55,000. That 
would mean a saving of $118,000. The 
Librarian testified before the subcom
mittee that the basic cost of continuing · 
the periodical subscriptions would be 
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$55,000 and the rest of the money will be 
used for microfilming, for the acquisi
tion of books, 'and that $15,000 will be 
used for the recording of folk songs that 
the soldiers probably come in contact 
with in various areas of the country. It 
occurs to me at a time when we are in 
conflict, that every dollar must be saved, 
and that there is no justification for ac
ce.ssions to the Library now, and no jus
tification for recording itinerant folk 
songs, and certainly we can save on the 
microfilming item. What is left is $55,-
000, which the Librarian said would be 
sufficient to continue the subscriptions 
for periodicals. The amendment, if 
adopted, will save $118,000, and certainly 
the library facilities of Congress will not 
be impaired. 

Mr. MICHENER. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. DIRKSEN. I yield. 
Mr. MICHENER. Did the subcommit

tee impress · upon the Library the fact 
that these folk songs will keep until after 
the war and then if we ever did get more 
money, we might record them? 

Mr. DffiKSEN. There was very 
meager testimony in the hearings, as 
the gentleman will ascertain if he in
vestigates the printed record of the hear
ings. But it occurs to me these are 
things that can wait at this time. While 
there is only a modest amount involved, 
yet it is $118,000 and that will buy a 
first-class intercepter plane. 

Mr. MICHENER. There is no ques
tion but what the gentleman reflects the 
Views of the American people about elim
ination of these nonessential · things. 
The very fact that we will have to bor
row $15.000 and go out and sell bonds 
throughout the length and breadth of 
the land to raise the $15,000 to be used 
in the recording of folk songs is per
fectly ridiculous. I would like to hear 
the explanation of the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. O'NEAL] for placing an 
item of ~hat kind in this bill. 

The CHAffiMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Illinois has expired. 

Mr O'NEAL. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
opposition to the amendment. 

It is always interesting to hear criti
cisms where you .have heard the testi
mony of witness8s as to certain subjects 
under discussion. 

After you deduct $50,000 which they 
had for the purchase of the Lincoln col
lection. there was left $173,000. The 
committee, in the interest of economy, 
reduced that by $25,000. They have $25,-
000 less than their base estimate for this 
year. 

I do not know what the attitude of the 
House will be with reference to using the 
Library to the best advantage and keep
ing it the gre~test library in the world. 
Today the Congressional Library is the 
most serviceable, most useful, most won
derful, and the best library in the world. 
This is $113,000 simply to keep up what 
a great library needs, as the regular 
amount to provide periodicals, and other 
essential things they have need of, and to 
subscribe for necessary editions which 
come eut from time to time-what one 
might term the regular and normal ma
terial. One hundred and thirteen thou
sand dollars is the amount that is need-

' 

ed to simply keep the regular accretions 
to the Library coming in. That is for 
many fields. 

This is not just a local library. This 
Library is used by almost every library 
in the United States, by people every
where in the United States, and the small 
amount here for acquisitions for the 
greatest library in the world is only $113,-
000. Then we give the Library $60,000 
to take advantage of. things which they 

. can now acquire more advantageously 
than ever before. There are many books, 
there are many things that a library 
should have which can be acquired today 
at less r.ost, because of various reasons, 
than at other times. We felt that if we 
let the Library run along with $113,000, 
their normal amount required, and pro
vide the greatest library :n the world $60,-
000 for the acquisition of necessary books 
that come out and for rare books which 
they can pick up, it was nothing but fair 
and right that this Library, which be
longs to all the people of the United 
States, should have this amount. We 
gave them a cut of $25,000. We thought 
that was adequate. We thought this 
great Library should have this small sum 
to improve collec.tions and to expand 
them. 

Mr. TABER. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. O'NEAL. I yield. 
Mr. TABER. There is an item here of 

$40,000 for microfilming, whatever that 
is. I do not know. 

Mr. O'NEAL. That is part of the 
$113,000. 

Mr. TABER. Could we not get along 
without that? 

Mr. O'NEAL. I am sorry I do not have 
more time to explain this. There are 
thousands -of important old newspapers 
over there used by students and which 
are splendid for reference. They are fall
ing to pieces. They are rotting out. 
They take up a tremendous amount of 
room. By spending a little noney on 
microfilming you can . reduce that whole 
newspaper to a very small size. You can 
make it much more readable and you can 
protect the information which it con
tains for all time to come. It is economy 
in that it saves space for the Library. It 
is more usable in the form of microfilm 
than it is as a rotting old newspaper. 
For that reason, in this $113,000 for con
tinuous acquisition and for microfilming 
you are practicing direct economy in 
space, and certainly making it much 
more useful. This exact item may not 
apply to the microfilming of newspapers. 

Mr. TABER. What about this item of 
$15,000 for this singing business? 

Mr. O'NEAL. Of course, that is a ques
tion whether the gentleman feels it is 
worth while or not. Personally, I wish 
the members of this committee could go 
and hear the records, current records, 
current history in sound, and of life as 
it is today. To the historian it will be of 
tremendous importance. For instance, 
they plan to take this thing to all the 
Army . camps. They intend to make 
records of the soldiers' songs and activi
ties throughout the camps of America. 
This will be done in the A. E. F., in foreign 
fields. - It is history. It depends upon 
what a man's interest is in history. It is 

current history of a type that no printed 
page can show, and as far as I am per
sonally concerned, I think it is a most 
interesting contribution to history. Had 
we the songs, had we the campfire tales 
that happened during the Revolutionary 
War, I think it would be worth a great 
deal to us today. 

I hope the amendment will be de
feated. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 
Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, I move 

to strike out the last two words. 
Mr. Chairman, I appreciate very much 

the good work the gentleman from Ken
tucky has done on this bill. He has 
brought it in, especially with reference 
to the items of the housekeeping of the 
House of Representatives, in such a care
ful manner that I do not see how there 
can be legitimate criticism of it. I am, 
however, very leery of some of the opera
tions of the gentleman who is Librarian 
at the present time. He is the head of 
the Office of Facts and Figures, and he 
has been putting out press releases which 
will not hold water. He has gone into 
taking over radio programs and ruined 
them, and he has made a general mess 
of that situation. Now, when it comes to 
recording folk songs and that sort of 
thing I am quite leery of the gentleman. 
I am inclined to believe that this micro
filming of these old newspapers, if there 
is any value in keeping them, might be 
all right; but I do believe that the folk
song business ought to be cut out. I am 
inclined to believe that we could save a 
very substantial amount on this and still 
allow them money enough to go ahead. 

I hope a substantial cut will be made. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 

the amendment offered by the gentle
man from Illinois. 

The question was taken; and on a 
division (demanded by Mr. DIRKSEN) 
there were-ayes 57, noes 45. 

Mr. O'NEAL. Mr. Chairman, -I ask for 
tellers. 

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Chairman, a 
parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will 
state it. . 

Mr. MICHENER. Are we now voting 
on the $15,000 folk-song item? 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the Dirksen amendment. 

Mr. MICHENER. Is not that the 
, $15,000 folk-song item? 

Mr. TABER. That is included in it. 
Tellers were ordered and the Chair 

appointed as tellers Mr. O'NEAL and Mr. 
DIRKSEN. 

The Committee again divided and the 
tellers reported that there were-ayes 
64, noes 42. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
To provide the Public Printer with a work

ing capital for the following purposes for the 
execution of printing, binding, lithographing, 
mapping, engraving, and other authorized 
work of the Government Printing Office for 
the various branches of the Government: 
For salaries of Public Printer and Deputy 
Public Printer; for salaries, compensation, or 
wages of all necessary officers and employees 
additional to those herein appropriated for, 
including employees necessary to handle 
waste paper and condemned material for sale; 
to enable the Public Printer to comply with 
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the provisions of law granting holidays and 
half holidays and Executive orders granting 
holidays and half holidays with pay .to em
ployees; to enable the Public Printer to com
ply with the provisions of law granting leave 
to employees with pay, such pay to be at the 
rate for their regular positions at the time the 
leave is granted; rental of buildings and 
equipment; fuel, gas, heat, electric current, 
gas and electric fixtures; bicycles, motor
propelled vehicles for the carriage of print
ing and printing supplies, and the mainte
nance, repair, and operation of the same, to 
be used only for official purposes, including 
operation, repair, and maintenance of motor
propelled passenger-carrying vehicles, for of
ficial use of the officers of the Government 
Printing Office when in writing ordered by 
the Public Printer; freight, expressage, tele
graph and telephone service, furniture, type
·writers, and carpets; traveling expenses, in
cluding not to exceed $3,000 for attendance 
at meetings or conventions when authorized 
by the Joint Committee on Printing; sta
tionery, postage, and advertising; directories, 
technical books, newspapers and magazines, 
and books ot reference (not exceeding $500); 
adding and numbering machines, time 
stamps, and other machines of similar char
acter; rubber boots, coats, and gloves; ma
chinery (not exceeding $300,000); equipment, 
and for repairs to machinery, implements, 
and buildings, and for minor alterations to 
buildings; necessary equipment, mainte
nance, and supplies for the emergency room 
for the use of all employees in the Govern
ment Printing Office who may be taken sud
denly ill or receive injury while on duty; 
other necessary contingent and miscellaneous 
items authorized by the Public Printer; for 
expenses authorized in writing by the Joint 
Committee on Printing for the inspection of 
printing and binding equipment, material, 
and supplies and Government printing plants 
in the District of Columbia or elsewhere (not 
exceeding $1,000); for salaries and expenses 
of preparing the semimonthly and session in
dexes Of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD under the 
direction of the Joint Committee on Printing 
(chief indexer at $3,480, one cataloger at 
$3,180, two catalogers at $2,460 each, and one 
cataloger at $2,100) and for all the necessary 
labor,.paper, materials, and equipment needed 
in the prosecution and delivery and mailing 
of the work in all, $6,985,000 to which sum 
shall be charged the printing and binding 
authorized to be done for Congress including 
supplemental and deficiency estimates of ap
priations; the printing, binding, and dis
tributiOn o.t the Federal Register in accord-' 
ance with the act approved July 26, 1935 (44 
U. S. C. 301- 317) (not exceeding $220,000); 
the printing and binding for use of the Gov
ernment Printing Office; the printing and 
binding (not exceeding $2,000) for official use 
of the Architect of the Capitol upon requisi
tion of the Secretary of the Senate; in all to 
an amount not exceeding $3,985,000: Pro
vided, That not less than $3 ,000,000 of such 
working capital shall be returned to the 
Treasury as an unexpended balance not later 
than 6 months after the close of the fiscal 
year 1943: PTovided further, That notwith
standing the provisions of section 73 of the 
act of January 12, 1895 (44 U. S. C. 241), no 
part of the foregoing sum of $3,985,000 shall 
be used for printing and binding part 2 of 
the annual report of the Secretary of Agri
culture (known as the Yearbook of Agricul
ture) and no part of any appropriation shall 
be obligated after the date of the enactment 
of this act for printing the Yearbook of Agri
culture for 1942. 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Chairman, a point 
of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will 
state it. 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Chairman, I make 
a point of order against the language 
contained in the proviso beginning on 

line 21, page 44, and ending with line 3 
on page 45, and particularly to that por
tion of the proviso which reads as fol
lows: 

And no part of any appropriation shall be 
obligated after the date of the enactment of 
this act for printing the Yearbook of Agricul
ture for 1942. 

Mr. O'NEAL. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. TARVER. I yield. 
Mr. O'NEAL. So far as the second 

part of that proviso is concerned we are 
perfectly willing to concede the point of 
order if the gentleman will not ask that 
the entire section be stricken out. 

Mr. TARVER. In my opinion, the lan
guage of the proviso is subject to a point 
of order on the ground of inclusion in 
the proviso of the language on which I 
am submitting the point of order, and I 
think the entire proviso should be 
stricken. I do not understand that the 
proviso itself can stand up in any par
ticular if it contains language which is 
legislative in character. 

Mr. O'NEAL. Mr. Chairman, I desire 
to offer an amendment. 

'The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman 
from Georgia yield the floor? 

Mr. TARVER. No; I have not yielded 
the floor. I desire to ask that the Chair 
rule on the point of order I submitted 
against the language in question which 
proposes to limit the expenditure of funds 
which are not carried in this appropria
tion bill but which we appropriated in 
the legislative appropriation bill for the 
year 1942. It therefore proposes to 
change existing legislation not by way of 
limitation under the terms of the Hol
man rule. It is therefore out of order 
under the point of order I have sub
mitted, and the entire proviso is also out 
of order in view of the inclusion therein 
of the legislative matters to ·which I have 
made reference. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman 
from Kentucky desire to be heard on the 
point of order? 

Mr. O'NEAL. Mr. Chairman, we are 
perfectly willing to concede the point of 
order to the second part of the proviso. 
If the Chair holds that the entire proviso 
must be stricken, then I will offer an 
amendment to take care of the situation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains 
the point of order on the ground that if 
part of a proviso is faulty the entire 
proviso falls. 

The point of order is sustained. 
Mr. O'NEAL. Mr. Chairman, I offer 

·an amendment, which I send to the 
Clerk's desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. O'NEAL: Page 

44, line 21, after the figures "1943", insert: 
"Provided, That notwithstanding the pro
visions of section 73 of the act of January 
12, 1895 ( 44 U. S. C. 241) , no part of the 
foregoing sum of $3,985,000 shall be used 
for printing and binding part 2 of the annual 
report of the Secretary of Agriculture 
(known as the Yearbook of Agriculture)." 

Mr. O'NEAL. Mr. Chairman, I would 
just like to make the statement that the 
first half is for the yearbook for 1943. 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
in opposition to the amendment. 

Mr. O'NEAL. Mr. Chairman, I reserve 
the balance of my time, if the gentleman 
cares to rise in opposition. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
cannot reserve the balance of his time. 

Mr. O'NEAL. I thought the gentle
man from Georgia acceded to that re
quest. 

Mr. TARVER. I have not that power 
even if I were willing. 

Mr. O'NEAL. Mr. Chairman, the 
amendment that is now being offered is 
what was in the bili with reference to the 
1943 appropriation for the Agricultural 
Yearbook. There were two provisions 
put in by the Committee on Appropria
tions with reference to the Agricultural 
Yearbook. One was to stop the print
ing of the 1942 yearbook, and that was 
the part of the bill which was stricken 
from the biL by the point of order of
fered by the gentleman from Georgia. It 
so happened that that point was tied up 
with the 1943 appropriation for the same 
purpose, so when one part went out it 
carried both provisions with it. 

I then offered this amendment, which 
merely replaces in the bill the part deal
ing with the 1943 appropriation for the 
Agricultural Yearbook and omitted the 
part for 1942. So what is before you now 
is an amendment which by way of limi
tation does not allow any of the funds 
in this bill to be used for Agricultural 
Yearbooks furnished to the Congress for 
the year 1943. It will effect a saving of 
$130,000 to $150,000. The gentleman 
from Georgia, as I understand it, wishes 
recognition against this provision. The 
gentleman is interested in retaining the 
Agricultural Yearbook for 1943, and I 
presume he is opposing this amendment. 
The amendment now offered is the ac
tion of the subcommittee and the action 
of the full committee, which will save, as 
I say, from $130,000 to $150,000, and we 
thought in the interest of economy the 
House would be very willing not to have 
the yearbook for 1943. 

Mr. O'NEAL. I yield to the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. O'NEAL. I yield to the gentleman 
from Minnesota. 

Mr. KNUTSON. The last few editions 
of the Yearbook have not been agricul
tural. The one for 1941 deals almost al
together with the showing of how the 
climate affects human behavior or some
thing along that line. 

Mr. O'NEAL. From synthesis to syn
thesis? 

Mr. KNUTSON. Well, something like 
that; yes, sir. 

Mr. TABER. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. O'NEAL. I yield to the gentleman 
from New York. 

Mr. TABER. I think the gentleman is 
doing a fine service in offering this 
amendment, and I think it ought to be 
adopted because the people generally feel 
that at such times as these we can get 
along without anything that is not abso
lutely necessary. 

Mr. NORRELL. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. O'NEAL. I yield to the gentleman 
from Arkansas. 

Mr. NORRELL. I am in favor of the 
gentleman's amendment, but I would like 
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to know whether there is a corresponctmg 
decrease in that part of the agricultural 
appropriation bill having to do with the 
services of people who prepare this book. 

Mr. O'NEAL. This only deals with the 
printing done by the Government Prjnt
ing Office for the House of Representa- · 
tives. 

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. Will the gentle
man yield? 

Mr. O'NEAL. I yield to the gentleman 
from Ohio. 

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. As I understand 
it. th? price of these books is $1.25 if any
one wants to buy them from the Govern
ment Printing Office; is that right? 

Mr. O'NEAL. I think it is $1.25. · I am 
not sure about that, but there is a price. 

Mr. TARVER. One dollar and sev
enty-five cents. 

Mr. MICHENER. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. O'NEAL. I yield to the gentleman 
from Michigan. 

Mr. MICHENER. If the gentleman's 
amendment is defeated and if this Agri
cultural Yearbook is to be sent out, wm 
the gentleman accept an amendment pro
viding that every Member who sends C·Ut 
on~ of these Agricultural Yearbooks mllst 
accompany it with a statement that the 
money has been borrowed and a bond 
issued to pay for it? 

Mr. O'NEAL." I may say to the bentle
man from Michigan that I would never 
be in favor of any sort of proposal hke 
that. We ought to deal with it frankly 
and fairly, take it or leave it, and not do 
it some clever way. . 

Mr. MICHENER. This would give the 
farmer who gets the book for nothing the 
truth as to who is paying for it. 

Mr. KEEFE. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr O'NEAL. I yield to the gentleman 

from Wisconsin. 
Mr. KEEFE. I was in attendance at 

another meeting of a subcommittee of 
the Appropriations Committee for the 
last few moments. A~ I understand it, 
the provi~ion in this appropriation bill 
which was voted in there by the sub
committee to eliminate the funds for the 
printing of the Agricultural Yearbook for 
the next fiscal yeat was tied up with the 
amendment which the gentleman offered 
in the committee to strike out the ap
propriation for this year, and as a result 
a point of order was raised against both? 

Mr. O'NEAL. That is correct. 
Mr. KEEFE. , And the gentleman has 

offered an amendment to carry out the 
purpose of the full Appropriations Com
mittee to strike out the appropriation for 
the publication of this yearbook for the 
next fiscal year? 

Mr. O'NEAL. Fo.r 1943, 1 year instead 
of 2 years. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 
Mr. TARVER. Mr. Chairman, I rise 

in opposition to the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
O'NEAL] and I ask unanimous consent to 
proceed for an add;.tional 5 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. TARVER]? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. TARVER. Mr. Chairman, I am in 

thorough sympathy with all the advo
cates of economy who are acting in good 

faith. I think my own congressional rec
ord demonstrates the truth of that state
ment. This, in my judgment, is some
thing that it would be unreasonable to do, 
and after I have told you why I think it 
would be unreasonable to do it, if you see 
pr_oper to adopt the amendment which 
has been offered by the gentleman ·from 
Kentucky that, of course, is your affair. 
I would have no quarrel with anybody 
who might be in accord with that view
point. 

The gentleman from Kentucky comes 
from the city of Louisville. All of his 
farmers are residents of that city and its 
environs. The other two members of his 
subcommittee on this side of the House, 
the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
HARE] and the gentleman from Washing
ton [Mr. LEAVY] are opposed to this 
amendment and have so advised me. The 
gentleman from South Carolina made a 
speech on the subject earlier in the after
noon. 

Mr. O'NEAL. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. TARVER. I yield to. the gentle
man from Kentucky. 

Mr. O'NEAL. I may say to the gentle
man that we have some excellent cit.y 
farmers there, but also in my district are 
60,000 dirt farmers. , 

Mr. TARVER. I am very interested to 
know that. I am sure if the gentleman 
would confer with his dirt farmers re
garding the desirability of continuing the 
distribution of this yearbook he would 
have a very different opinion from that 
which he apparently now entertains. 

Let us understand this situation. The 
funds for getting up the yearbook, pre
paring the material, and so forth, are 
·carried in the agricultural appropriation 
bill. They are not carried in this bill. 
Part of the work has already been done 
on the 1943 yearbJok with funds which 
have been made available in the appr"o
priation bill for the fiscal year 1942. 

When the agricultural appropriation 
bill for the fiscal year 1943 was in the 
House the other dn,y an amendment of
fered by the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. DIRKSEN] was adopted which cut 
down the funds of the Office of Infor
mation from $1,500,000 to $1,000,000, cut
ting out $500,000 of those funds. 

In the argument on that amendment 
it was contended by some Members that 
the Agricultural Yearbook would be one. 
of the things to go. The preparation of 
the Agricultural Yearbook provided for 
in the bill amounted in cost to $25,000. 
That was all that was in the agricultural 
appropriation bill for that purpose. The 
adoption of the $500,000 ·cut by the House 
did not cut out the Agricultural Year
book any more than it cut out any other 
particular item provided for in the ap
propriation for the Office of Informa
tion, because the_ amendment did not 
designate what particular objectives car
ried out by the Office of Information 
should be abandoned in the event of the · 
adoption of the amendment. 

The bill has gone to the Senate. It 
will probably be some time yet before 
final action on the bill is completed. I 
submit that if in the final action on the 
bill we provide funds for preparing the 
material for the Agricultural Yearbook 

of 1943, it will be a rather foolish matter 
to provide in this bill that that informa
tion could not be printed. It seems to me 
that before you carry any direct inhibi
tion in any other legislation against the 
printing of the Agricultural Yearbook of 
1943, you ought to wait until the Con
gress has first determined whether it will 

· authorize the preparation of the ma
terial for that yearbook or not. 

The gentleman has pointed out that 
he has eliminated from this appropria
tion the funds which would be necessary 
in c.rder to print some 246,700 copies of 
the yearbook, which would be printed if 
the appropriation were made therefor in 
this bill, but it certainly occurs to me that 
if you finally decide to have the material 
prepared, and that is a matter for your 
determination in connection with the 
agricultural bill, then you ought not to 
be hampered by a limitation placed in 
another bill before you have made that 
decision to the effect that none of that 
material should be published. 

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
will thJ gentleman yield? 

Mr. TARVER. I yield briefly for a 
question only. 

Mr: VORYS of Ohio. As I understand, 
these books are for sale and they are also 
given away by Congressmen at present. 

Mr. TARVER. Yes. 
Mr. VQRYS of Ohio. Would there not 

continue to be yearbooks printed up and 
sold for $1.75 each, even though this 
fund were stricken out? 

Mr. TARVER. No. If you strike this 
out, the Agricultural Year Book of 1943 
will not be printed. There will not be any 
available by purchase. The Department 
of Agriculture will not have any. The 
statute law, enacted in 1895, 47 years 
ago, provided for the printing of a cer
tain number of copies, 30,000, I believe, 
for the Department of Agriculture, and a 
certain number of copies for the use of 
the Members of the House and the Senate .. 
That amount has been cut during the 
last 6 years to where the total printed 
for the House and the Senate has been 

· 231,600, -and the total printed for the 
Department of Agriculture has been 
15,000. That is all provided for in the 
legislative appropriation bill, if it is pro
vided for at all. If you do not provide 
any money in the legislative appropria
tion bill for printing the yearbook, then 
there will not be any book printed which 
anybody can have given to them or can 
buy or secure possession of in any other 
way. 

There are people who do not think this 
yearbook is any good. I hold a copy·of it 
here in my hand. You will find on page 
10 of the index that part 3 of the book 
deals with information concerning small 
grains, sorghum, cotton, tobacco, vege
table crops, fruit and nut crops, sugar
cane, sugar beets, forage crops, grazing, 
and quite a number of other subjects 
which are of tremendous interest to agri
culture. 

I find that the vocational agricultural 
students in my congressional district like 
to have these yearbooks·. They use them 
as textbooks. I place them in libraries 
when they are requested by school li
braries for the use of st11dents. This ap
propriation p;-ovides only about 400 of 
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these yearbooks for each congressional 
district, and when you have 14 counties, 
as I have, that is slightly less than 3fl to · 
a county. I cannot furnish them to all 
of these schools that are teaching voca
tional agriculture. My supply is just 
about exhausted. 

I cannot see why you want to save 
$130,000, which is the total amount in
volved here, or about 50 cents for each 
book which, when sold, retails at $1.75, 
and stop that service entirely. 

Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TARVER. I yield. 
Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. My per

sonal experience is that I have requests 
from vocational agricultu~al classes and 
farmers which far exceed the quota al
lotted me and I always exceed my quota. 

Mr. TARVER. I thank the gentleman. 
I wish to point out also that you carry in 

this bill $222,000 for this Federal Register, 
two copies of which come to my office and 
to your offices every day. It is not worth 
anything in the world to me. I throw 
it in the wastebasket. I had a letter the 
other day from a Federal circuit judge 
stating that he had been trying for 2 
months to get them to stop sending it to 
him and asking me to call up the Archi
vist and try to get him to stop sending it, 
but after two attempts I had to desist be
cause they insisted on sending it anyway. 

We have in this bill $1,000,000 to print 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. I am sure a 
great many more people read this book 
than read the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

You carry in this bill everything that is 
provided for the Members of Congress, · 
their mileage and their salaries and 
everything, undiminished. You have, as 
a matter of fact, added a little something 
to it because you provide that they may 
get special-delivery stamps, which they 
have never had before. You have not 
economized on yourselves in any way in 
this bill. You have made some econ
omies, but not at the expense of -the 
Members of Congress. Now, when you 
come to the question of something which 
is for the benefit of the farmers you want 
to make a record of economy by saving 
$130,000. There was not a single wit
ness who appeared before this subcom
mittee to discuss the Agricultural Year
book. You can read those hearings 
from front to back and there is not a 
word said about the Agricultural Year
book by anybody. No representative of 
the Department of Agriculture was called. 
The Public Printer was not asked about it 
when he was on the stand testifying be
fore the committee. Yet without any 
evidence whatever, a matter which is to 
be determined in the pending agricul
tural appropriation bill is sought to be 
predetermined here and a limitation 
adopted which would make ineffective 
your decision to have this 1943 y-ear
book prepared with funds provided in the 
agricultural appropriation bill if that 
shall be your decision. I think this would 
be unwise and I hope the amendment will 
not be adopted. 

PRINTING OF YEARBOOK DIRECTED BY LAW 

In 1895 the Congress directed that the 
Yearbook of Agriculture be printed. It 
is part 2 of the Annual Report of the Sec
retary of Agriculture as specified in sec-

tion 241, title 44, United States Code. 
The language of the section follows, with 
that part pertaining to the Yearbook of 
Agriculture: 

UNITED STATES CODE--TITLE 44, SECTION 241 

Sec. 241. Agriculture Department; report of 
Secretary 

The Annual Report of the Secretary of Agri
culture shall be submitted and printed in 
two parts. as follows: Part 1, which shall 
contain purely business and executive mat
ter which it is necessary for the Secretary 
to submit to the President and Congress; part 
2, which shall contain such reports from the 
different bureaus and divisions, and such 
papers prepared by their special agents , ac
companied by suitable illustrations as shall, 
in the opinion of the Secretary, be specially 
suited to interest and instruct the farmers 
of the country, and to include a general 
report of the operations of the Department 
for their information. In addition to the 
u sual number, there shall be printed of part 
1, 1,000 copies for the Senate, 2,000 copies for 
the House, and 3,000- copies for the Depart
ment of Agriculture; and of part 2, 110,000 
copies for the use of the Senate, 360,000 copies 
for the use of the House of Representatives, 
and 30,000 copies for the use of the Depart
ment of Agriculture, the illustrations for 
the same to be executed under the supervi
sion of the Public Printer, in accordance with 
directions of the Joint Committee on Print
ing, said illustrations to be subject to the 
approval of the Secretary of Agriculture; and 
the title of each of the said parts shall be 
such as to show that such part is complete 
in itself. (Jan. 12, 1895, ch. 23, sec. 73, 
28 Stat. 612.) 

Note that the law prescribes a total of 
470,000 copies to be printed for distribu
tion by Members of Congress. The edi
tian actually printed is less than half 
that number. In 1933 the Joint Com
mittee on Printing, at the suggestion of 
the Secretary of Agriculture, directed 
that thereafter the number of copies of 
the yearbook printed for congressional 
distribution should be 54,500 for Mem
bers of the Senate and 177,200 for Mem
bers of the House, a total of 231 ,700. 

The Department at the same time re
duced its purchase of yearbooks from 
30,000 to 15,000. 
SALES OF THE YEARBOOK IN THE PAST 2 FISCAL 

YEARS 

According to the records of the Super
intendent of Documents, the yearbook 
sales in the past 2 fiscal years have been: 

Fiscal 1941, $8 ,698. 
Fiscal 1940, $7,378. 
Figures are not available for the years 

before fiscal 1939, as the records were 
not kept in a form that makes it pos
sible quickly to separate the figures on 
yearbook sales. The Superintendent of 
Documents states that his general im
pression is that the sales of the year
books are trending upward year by year. 
This is in spite of the fact that the num
ber of books available for free distribu
tion to constituents ot Congressmen has 
not altered. It has remained at 231,700 
for the past 6 years. The increase in 
sales evidently means an increasing de
mand for the. information in the year
books which cannot be satisfied by the 
congressional distribution. 
SALES OF THE 1941 YEARBOOK, "CLIMATE AND 

MAN" 

This book was not available until late 
December. In the less than 3 months 

which have elapsed since that time the 
sales have amounted, to $2,483.25. The 
record so far indicates a continuation 
in the -upward trend of sales indicated 
by the figures for the past 2 years. 

1942 AND 1943 YEARBOOKS OF AGRICULTURE 

GEARED INTO WAR EFFORT 

The point should be emphasized that 
the 1942 and 1943 yearbooks are practi
cal manuals dealing directly with things 
the farmer has to do in connection with 
the food-for-freedom campaign. These 
yearbooks take quite a long time to pre
pare, and it is not easy to swing them 
over in the middle of the job. But be
ginning with the 1942 yearbook, they 
have been swung over and geared into 
the war effort. They _can be just as val
uable here as they have been in the past 
when we were not engaged in war. There 
can be no question about their value in 
the past-the tremendous demand for 
them proves that. We do not want to 
waste that value, and the prestige the 
yearbooks have attained. We want to 
make full use of that value and prestige 
in new ways. 

1942 YEARBOOK OF AGRICULTURE ANSWERS 

FARMERS' URGENT QUESTIONS 

The articles in the 1942 -yearbook were 
prepared by specialists who have sought 
to answer the questions and problems 
uppermost in the minds of farmers at 
this time, as indicated by requests for 
assistance received by the Department. 
1942 YEARBOOK OF AGRICULTURE-HOW FARMERS 

NEED IT BECAUSE OF LACK OF VETERINARIANS 

By virtue of its broad scope and the 
practical information contained, the 1942 
Yearbook is certain to be valuable in 
supporting the food-for-freedom pro
gram. 

The chairman of the committee that 
planned the book is Dr John R. Mohler, 
Chief of the Bureau of Animal Industry, 
well known to Members of Congress for 
efficiency and economy in dealing with 
livestock problems and for sound judg-
ment as an administrator. · 

With the present increased numbers of 
' livestock-particularly hogs and poultry 

now being raised-the dangers of disease 
are increased. The number of practic
ing veterinarians is inadequate to cope 
with extensive outbreak~. There are only 
8,000 practicing veterinarians in the 
United States, one to every 25,000 head 
of livestock, excluding poultry. Stock
men themselves must use disease-pre
vention measures. This yearbook gives 
clear direction for such measures for all 
the important animal diseases. 

Congressmen receive a heavy mail on 
animal-disease matters, indicating the 
desire of livestock producers for just the 
information contained in the yearbook. 
They need this ammunition for :fighting 
disease. 
1942 YE ARBOOK OF AGRICULTURE PAYS FOR ITSELF 

IN ANIMALS SAVED 

Diseases are constar!Lly threatening 
and ravaging birds and flocks-thus per
forming sabotage, so to speak. This book 
will be a weapon of defense on the food 
front. 

The wartime food value of even one 
hog, sheep, or head of cattle saved 
through the counsel of this book would 
pay for several copies. 
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1942 YEARBOOK OF AGRICULTURE-DISEASE MEANS 

LOSS OF PRODUCTION 

Keeping animals healthy is just as im
portant as keeping human beings healthy 
in this war. When you are engaged in 
an all-out production effort, you cannot 
afford to be sick yourself; and the farmer 
cannot afford to have sick animals on his 
hands. Some of the diseases · that hit 
farm animals have an 80- to 90-percent 
mortality. They are as bad as typhus 
fever among human beings, or worse. 
But practically any dis~ase is bad, 
whether it has a high mortality or not. 
The common cold of human beings does 
not have a high mortality, but when a 
million men are away from work even 1 
day with colds, that means a million pro
duction days lost.. It is the same With 
livestock; even a minor disease, when it 
is widespread, means an enormous pro
duction loss-and right now we cannot 
afford those losses. 

The 1942 ·yearbook, Keeping Livestock 
Healthy, tells farmers how to avoid these 
losses. It will be the only complete book 
on the disease of all kinds of livestock 
available to farmers. It is a valuable 
part of the war effort. 
1942 YEARBOOK OF AGRICULTURE-45 OF EVERY 

· 100 PIGS Dm 

All the text for the 1942 yearbook has 
been prepared and about two-thirds of 
the type has been set. To abandon it 
now would mean the waste-of the work 
and printing costs that have already 
gone into it. 

A book of this kind is certain to be a 
valuable animal health guide during the 
war period and afterward. Surveys have 
shown that publications are the cheapest 
and most. effective means of distributing 
this type of information. 

In the case of pigs alone, information 
in this yearbook can effect an immense 
saving. Losses of pigs are faf' greater 
than is commonly realized. Only about 
55 of every 100 pigs born reach market. 
By following the practices recommended 
in the yearboo~. farmers can cut this 
loss materially. 
1943 YEARBOOK OF AGRICULTURE-FARMERS MUST 

FEED THEMSELVES 

The 1943 yearbook is planned as a 
complete manual of the home prnduction 
of all kinds of food products. We want 
every farm home in this country to pro
duce as much of its own food as possible, 
because the more the farmers can feed 
themselves, the more their strictly com
mercial production will be available to 
feed the people in our own cities and our 
Allies abroad. On many a highly com
mercial farm, there is little or no produc
tion for home use. The farmer who has 
never kept chickens or a cow or run a 
vegetable garden needs good plain ma
terial on how to do it. That is what the 
1943 yearbook will give him. 
1943 YEARBOOK OF AGRICULTURE AS USEFUL AS 

A COOKBOOK 

The 1943 yearbook on home food pro
duction not only tells how to raise your 
own products but how to can, dry, process, 
and store them. It tells how to plan pro
duction so that the needs of the family 
will be met without any waste. It tells 
enough about nutrition, in plain and 
simple language, so that the farm wife 

can emphasize the production of those 
things that are especially important for 
her family's health and handle the 
products so their health values will not 
be lost. Such a book in the farm home 
ought to be just about as useful as a 
cookbook, ·with the added value that it 
will give a tremendous boost to our food
for-freedom effort. 
1943 YEARBOOK OF AGRICULTURE A HOW-TO-DO

IT BOOK 

About half the material for the 1943 
yearbook on home production has already 
been written. Almost all of it is being 
written in the States, by people familiar 
with local conditions and local needs. It 
is being writteri in plain and simple lan
guage-it is how-to-do-it stuff, as brief 
and plain as possible. No such complete 
manual on home production, covering 
vegetables, fruits, poultry, and poultry 
products, dairy products, hogs and pork 
products, and even the fish and game 
available to the farmer, has been pre
pared before. Farmers want to know, 
What can we do to produce more of our 
own food, and how can we do it? This 
book answers those questions. 

Mr. KEEFE. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, because I was privi- · 
leged to discuss this matter when the 
agricultural appropriation bill was before 
the House and some considerable public
ity, at least through the Middle West, 
was given to the remarkl3 which I made 
at that time, I feel under some compul
sion to say something in reference to 
the pending amendment. At no time 
have I ever attempted to deprecate the 
material which is found in this Agricul
tural Yearbook. I could not do so, be-· 
cause in my busy experience as a Mem
ber of Congress I have not had time to 
read it, and certainly a person would 
have to have a lot of leisure time if he 
ever attempted to read the last issue of 
the kgricultural Yearbook or any issue 
that I have ever heretofore seen. Tnere 
is no doubt but what it contains a great 
deal of statistical material of some value 
to the people who see fit to use it. The 
simple question, however, is this: Can 
we not dispense with this nonessential 
expenditure during the war period? I 
have letter after letter from farmers in 
my district who read in the newspapers 
the statements which I made when the 
Agricultural Yearbook question was be
fore us a week or so ago. Without fail, 
every single one of them who has written 
me on the subject says, "Yes; the year-

. book is all right; it is a good thing if you 
have got time to read it, but we can 
afford .to suspend the publication of that 
book now." 

It is not necessary during this emer
gency, and when the people of this coun
try are being called upon to make sacri
fices of all kinds, and when there is a 
demand for a curtailment of the use of 
paper such as we see coming throughout 
the country every day, it seems to me 
that in the interests of just common de
cency we can suspend, not necessarily 
permanently prohibit, the use of 1 ton 
of paper for each Member of Congress, 
to be distributed or scattered throughout 
his district, 400 copies to a Member. I 
doubt whether the 400 people who get 

them ever make satisfactory use of the 
reading material that is contained there
in. It has become so voluminous that 
you would have to be an agricultural 
expert teacher in order to make the best 
use of tt. If it is so valuable, then it 
would seem to me that people who are 
so interested could afford to pay $1.75 
for a copy. It seems to me the public is 
demanding that we make some curtail- . 
ments. 

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. Would the gen
tleman be willing to try the experiment 
·here that he tried in his agricultural 
meetings, knowing that the yearbook is 
in the office of every one of us, and ask 
for a showing of hands as to how many 
of us have re?d it? 

Mr. KEEFE. Yes; but I would not 
want to humiliate anybody. 

Mr. TARVER. And does the gentle
man not think that those who have not 
read it ought not to vote to condemn it? 

Mr. KEEFE. I think the gentleman's 
statement is very good as a general propo
sition, but I do not understand that any
one who is speaking in favor of this 
amendment has condemned this year
book. The gentleman is drawing a red 
herring across the trail when he makes 
that kind of statement. That is not the 
issue. I have repeatedly said that I have 
not condemned what is fn this yearbook. 
I am not in position to do it, because I 
have not.had the time to read it, but I do 
know that there is a unanimous demand 
throughout this country that we stop 
these unnecessary expenditures, and I am 
surprised that the distinguished gentle
man from Georgia [Mr. TARVER] has not 
based his judgment on this matter on the 
fact that it is information necessary for 
national defense, as almost everything· 
else is alleged to be. I have not heard 
him make that argument yet, but per
haps he will now do it, with his usual 
facility. 

Mr. TARVER. I think that the 1942 
yearbook with its contents in advising 
the farmer how to increase the production 
of food is a necessary element of the war 
progress. 

Mr. KEEFE. But if we have to wait 
for the farmers of America to read that 
book before producing food, then we will 
have a famine in this country before the 
war is over. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Wisconsin has-expired. 

Mr. FULMER. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
in opposition to the pro forma amend
ment. 

Mr. O'NEAL. Mr. Chairman, let me 
see if we cannot arrange upon some time 
for debate. I ask unanimous consent 
that. all debate upon this paragraph and 
all amendments thereto close in 6 
minutes. 

The CHAffiMAN. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. FULMER. Mr. Chairman, I do not 

think I shall take the 5 minutes allotted 
to me. It is very interesting to see this 
so-called economy block _go into action 
juc;t as soon as you mention the word 
"farmer." I say to you that perhaps 
around the first of 1943 or perhaps the 
first of 1944, those of ydu who are trying 
to economize on the farmers of this 
country will some day wake up to the sad 
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realization that you are not going to have 
even a normal production. I say to you 
that the most important part of our na
tional defense program is agriculture, and 
unless we in this country are able to pro
duce food and fiber to take care of 130,-
000,000 people in this country and mil
lions of our Allies, because many in the 
various countries today are starving, you 
will never win this war. 

One of the finest pieces of work that is 
being done · in agriculture -is being done 
by the young boys and girls and the vari
ous agricultural students of the Nation. 
Those who are attending agricultural 
colleges and who are going back to the 
farm and who will remain on the farm. 
The production goal that is suggested by 
the Secretary of Agriculture, and that is 
outlined in these books, is very necessary 
to carry on the victory program. This 
amendment that you propose will save 
only the small amount of $130,000. The 
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. KEEFE] 
who just spoke did not hesitate to vote 
on that bill yesterday, in which you are 
going to spend millions on one of the 
silliest bills ever before Congress. 

Oh, yes; I know that you had to vote 
for that; a great many have told me; 
but when you get through with it the 
cost and the number of officers' salaries 
will make the W. C. D. look like a joke. 
Appropriatio:ps will be coming in here, 
and the gentleman will have to vote for 
·millions because it is in the name of na
tional defense. Go ahead. and vote this 
small amount out; cancel the sending 
out of these books; but I say to you there 
is a. sad day facing the country and 

. the Congress, because thousands are leav
ing the farms, for two reasons. One is 
because of better pay in other lines, and 
the other is because the family on the 
farm cannot exist for the prices they re
ceive for that which they produce. _ 

Mr. BENDER. They would· rather go 
on theW. P. A. than stay on the farm? 

Mr. FULMER. Yes, because of the dif
ference between what they get o·n -the 
farm and theW. P. A. I have been farm
ing all my life. I have been engaged in 
business and banking. I have one of the 
best farms in South Carolina. I cannot 
compete with W. P. A. or any other 
agency or line of business. I do not be
lieve any farmer can do it, but when you 
mention the farmer's name· on the floor 
of this House the economy bloc .immedi
ately begin to stab this innocent group, 
the most patriotic group in this country, 
in the back. 

Mr. KEEFE. Will the gzntleman 
yield? . 

Mr. FULMER. I yield. 
Mr. KEEFE. You have been a success

ful farmer, have you not? 
Mr. FULMER. I have had to take 

part of my salary all the years to pay the 
expenses of my farm up until the past 
few years. . 

Mr. KEEFE. I presume if the gentle
man had studied this yearbook and its 
previous issues, he would have been a very 
successful farmer and he would have been 
making money. 

Mr. FULMER. No; I do not have to 
study this book, but there are millions 
that could profit by the contents of the 

yearbook, especially the ones that have 
been issued during the last few years. 

Mr. KEEFE. I have never criticized 
the yearbook, but when the gentleman 
referred to my vote _ yesterday, does the 
gentleman appreciate that there was not 
a dollar requested in that bill yesterday? 

Mr. FULMER. Oh, no; but does the 
gentleman have any idea we are not going 
to have requests for millions before it is 
through with? 

Mr. KEEFE. But when that request 
. comes in that will be the time to talk 
about it, and not now. 

Mr. FULMER. I can assure the gentle
man, the House, and the country that the 
gentleman will vote for these appropria
tions when they come in. 

Mr. BROWN of Georgia. Will the gen
tleman yield? 

Mr. FULMER. I yield. 
Mr. BROWN of Georgia. It is my 

understanding that this book has been 
printed annually since 1895? 

Mr. FULMER. Yes. 
Mr. BROWN of Georgia. All through 

the other war. I further understand that 
the vocational schools of this country 
use this book as a textbook. 

Mr. FULMER. Absolutely. All of the 
county agents and those connected with 
the agricultural programs. I hope the 
amendment will be voted down, because 
of the pitiful amount that 'is involved. 

Mr. JOHNS. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. FULMER. I yield. 
Mr. JOHNS. I was interested in what 

the gentleman had to say about the con
ditions of agriculture in 1942 and pos
sibly 1943. Is it not a fact that today we 
have the largest surplus of butter and 
cheese in storage that we have had at any 
time in several years? 

Mr. FULMER. Yes, and the gentle
man should be thankful, because look at 
the price yoti people are receiving for 
these products. 

We have . a surplus of cotton, wheat, 
and corn, and' before this war is over 
millions of our people and millions of our 
allies are going to thank God that this 
administration established the ever-nor
mal gran~ry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. VoRYS] is recognized for 
1 minute. 

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
I have gone through this book, .Climate 
and Man, very carefully, and I want to 
say that after doing so I feel that those 
of you who have not read it are compe
tent to vote on whether this very inter
esting and abstruse volume· on Climate 
and Man should be furnished free ; not 
often to dirt farmers but probably as a. 
textbook, as one free textbook to va
rious institutions and libraries. I feel " 
certain that this very interesting com
pilation of facts about clouds, how to 
live in the Tropics, what to wear in the 
Arctic, why it is hot, why it is cold or 
wet or dry, and about geology and a lot 
of other things would be worth your 
while to read, since you have · got a copy 
free. But I certainly cannot ·see that it 
is going to have anything to do with win
ning this war to have a few favored farm
ers and friends and teachers in each 

Congressman's district get this thing for 
nothing. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 

the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. O'NEALL ' 

The question was taken; and on a divi
sion (demanded by Mr. TARVER) there 
were ayes 80 and noes 34. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Chairman, I offer 

an amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. DIRKSEN: On 

page 45, line 3, after "1942", insert "Pro
v ided further . That no part of this appro
priation shall be used to pay the salary of 
any person who shall perform any service or 
authorize any expenditure in connection with 
the printing and binding of part 2 of the 
annual report of the Secretary of Agriculture 
(known as the Year Book of Agriculture) for 
1942." 

Mr. TARVER: Mr. Chairman, I make 
a point of order against the amendment. 
There are no funds carried in this bill 
for the purposes which are inhibited by 
the gentleman's amendment. It would 
be nugatory and of no effect, and . I can 
conceive of no rule under which it might 
be in order: 

Mr. DIRKSEN. I think the amend
ment will speak for itself. I think it is 
a limitation and would be germane and 
in. order, irrespective of whether any 
funds are carried; but the fact of the 
matter is that the yearhook is not 
printed ordinarily until after the first of 
the year. Consequently the personnel 
and salaries for clerical work and me
chanical work in the Government Print
ing Office is done after the beginning of 
the fiscal year 1943. I therefore regard 
it as a proper limitation and in order. 

Mr. TARVER. An amendment has al
ready been adopted which prevents the 
use of any funds in the l;>ill for the 
printing of 'the 1943 yearbook. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. But this is for the 
yearbook of 1942, which was stricken 
out by the gentleman's amendment. - · 

Mr. TARVER. So far as the 1943 
yearbook is concerned, if you are going 
to put one ' limitation in you might as 
well put in a half a dozen, but I cannot 
see the necessity_ for it. This bill carries 
no funds for the 1942 yearbook. 
· The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentle:
man desire to be heard on the point of · 
order? 
- Mr. DIRKSEN. No. I think the 
amendment speaks for itself, Mr. Chair
man, and is a very proper limitation. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. THOM). The 
Chair thinks that the limitation is a 
valid one, and, therefore, the point of 
order is overruled. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Chairman, I shall 
take but a moment in support of my 
amendment. It requires nothing mere 
than to say that all of the language in the 
original proviso was stricken out .on the 
point of order. If this amendment is 
adopted it will bring within the purview 
of the interdiction just adopted the year
book, 1942, as well as the yearbook, 1943,. 

Mr. TARVER, Mr. Chairman-
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state 

that all debate · on this amendment has 
been exhausted. 
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Mr. TARVER. On this amendment? 
The CHAIRMAN. Yes; on this para

graph and all amendments thereto. 
Mr. TARVER. The amendment could 

not have the effect the gentleman from 
llinois has stated. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Illinois. 

The question was taken; and on a divi
sion (demanded by Mr. TARVER) there 
were--ayes 73, noes 28. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
No part of any money_ appropriated_ in this 

act shall be paid to any person empl<;>yed in 
the Government Printing Office Whlle de-

- tailed for or performing service in the execu
tive branch of the public service of the United 
States unless such detail be authorized by 
law. 

Mr. NORRELL. - Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re
marks at this point and to include there
in an editorial. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, 
it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 
. Mr. NORRELL. Mr .. Chairman, the 
primary concern of ~he ~eople of the 
United Nations is to wm this war. If we 
fail to win we lose everything. 

Great responsibility rests upon each 
and every individual of this Nation, as 
well as the other nations who are fight
ing as our allies. However, I des~r~ .at 
this time to emphasize the responsibility 
resting upon those of our citizens who are 
enga.ged in the publication of the news
papers so essential in the maintenance of 
the home front during the war. No 
greater responsibility rests _upo~ . ~ny 
group of citizens engaged m ClVlllan 
activity than that which rests upon our 
newspapers. 

To date I think these papers have fully 
discharged their obligation~ to the United 
Nations in the promotion of our war 
efforts and I think that they will continue 
to do their best. Surely if our Govern
ment is to continue, their responsibility 
must be well performed. 

The war has adversely affected the 
newspapers in many ways. I quote two 
outstanding examples: First, advertising 
revenue has decreased; second, they have 
to pay more for materials such as ink, 

·. paper, labor, and equipment. Much has 
been said recently about a shortage of 
paper, yet in each day's mail from Wash
ington these newspapers throughout the 
Nation receive tons of press releases con
cerning the Army, Navy, Treasury, 
Marines, civilian defense, bonds and 
stamps, and dozens of other agencies with 
reference to their individual depart
mental work-in fact most all of the de
partments have their public relations 
divisions working overtime sending out 
what might be termed as propaganda 
mail to sell the functions of that depart
ment to the public. There are too many 
of them and they are not properly coordi
nated and harmonized. I believe it is a 
great waste of time and material, since 
practically all of their releases ultimately 
find their way to the wastebasket, result
ing in a waste of paper when it is said 
that a shortage is imminent, to say noth
ing of the waste of money in the prepara-

tion of the articles and distributing the 
same. 

The only way these editors can earn a 
living is through charging for their serv
ices, and I see no reason why a limite.d 
sum of money should not be appropn
ated, as is done in England and Canada, 
to pay for the display of any necessary 
and worthwhile advertising. Other indi
viduals and firms rendering service in the 
war effort receive compensation for such 
services but the newspapers do not re
ceive reimbursement even for the ink and 
paper they use, much less for the lab?r 
necessary in setting up the type and m 
the printing of the same. 

It also appears that some of the print
ing of the Government could now be done 
by the various job printers througho~t 
the Nation. There must be a place m 
the economic picture of this Nation dur
ing the emergency for the small-town 
newspapers and job printers. 

Many of our country newspapers now 
are gradually being liquidated because of 
the lack of advertising, and the fact that 
they have to pay too much for their 
materials. Two daily newspapers in 
my congressional district have recently 
closed their doors because of lack of suffi
cient earnings to continue to operate, 
and there are other country printers over 
this Nation standing idle at the present 
time · while the Government Printing 
Office ir forced to pay large sums of 
money in overtime for work. I do not 
believe that these newspapers desire any 
special favors; they only want equal 
treatment from their Government. 

I hope that two things may be done: 
First that many of the releases from the 
vario~s Government departments will 
be stopped during this emergency, and 
thereby not only save a large quantity 
of paper and printer's ink, as well as the 
taxpayers' money; and I also hope that 
the Congress may soon provide sufficient 
appropriations to defray the expenses of 
doing the necessary advertising in the 
newspapers of this Nation and in pro
viding that the surplus of printing 
matter at least be given to the country 
printers of this Nation. 

In conclusion, I desire to include an 
editorial prepared by Hon. Walter Sor
rells, one of the great news writers of 
the South, who is engaged as editorial 
writ.er for the Pine Bluff Commercial. 
The Pine Bluff Commercial is one of the 
leading dailies of Arkansas, and the fol
lowing editorial appeared in that news
paper uader date of March 5 : 
[From the Pine Bluff (Ark.) Commercial of 

March 5, 1942] 

WHAT DO YOU THINK? 

(By Walter Sorrells) 
There might be a paper shortage, but the 

editors of this country will never be convinced 
of it. 

No government on earth, even a democratic 
government, not even ours, with a past rec
ord of stumble-bug mistakes, would permit 
tons and tons of paper to be consumed by 
bureaucratic propaganda hand-outs, if there 
was a shortage of paper. 

Every agency of the Government now is 
highly staffed with writers, turning out yards 
and yards of copy, extolling the m~ny and 
varied virtues of the respective agencies, con
suming paper by the trainloads. 

Ninety-nine percent of it going in the 
covered several days ahead of the respective 
waste-paper basket. That which is news is 
Federal agency release by the great news
gathering agencies of the Nation which serve 
practically all newspapers in the country. 

For instance, the Associated Press will carry 
a story involving some phase of governmental 
activity on Thursday, and the next Monday 
the Commercial will receive a big fat en
velope containing the same information, ex
cept greatly expanded in manner and paper. 

If there is a shortage of paper. or if there is 
likely to be a shortage of paper, then why 
in the name of God will the administration 
in Washington permit it to be wasted by 
hundreds of Federal agencies trying to justify 
their continued existence with a lot of slop 
that goes in the waste-paper basket? 

Until the Government stops littering up 
my desk with the kind of bunk now being sent 
out, · which is not only burdening the postal 
facilities but costing the taxpayers thousands 
of dollars, and wasting tons of paper, I shall 
pay no attention to the talk about a threat:.. 
ened paper shortage. 

Many of these agencies ought to be abol
ished anyway, but if the Government insists 
on "doing business as usual" by financing 
social reforms undertaken in the last decade, 
then let them stand on their merits and con
serve the paper being wasted trying to con
vince the taxpayers of their worth and con
tinued existence. 

Outside the public relations offices of the 
armed forces, which are doing, we think, a 
good job of servicing the papers ~ith news _of 
local interest, the news-gathermg agencies 
supported by the papers of the Nation are 
fully equipped, at a cost of millions of dol
lars to the subscribers, to handle anything 
of news value. 

No; there must not be a paper shortage. 
There is at least none in the Commercial 
office, where each day begins with a confetti 
shower of propaganda. 

Mr. Chairman, I wanted to offer an 
amendment to this section, asking that 
a portion of this appropriation be made 
available for use with the newspaper and 
job printers throughout this Nation, but 
it would pe ruled out of order, because 
it would be considered legislation on an 
appropriation bill. I admit that this 
would be the parliamentary situation, but 
I am going to do my best to see that the 
proper authorization is made for such 
.purposes in future legislative bills. 

I thank you. 
The Clerk concluded the reading of the 

bill. 
Mr. O'NEAL. Mr. Chairman, I move 

that the Committee do now rise. 
The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the Committee rose; and 

the Speaker having resumed the chair, 
Mr. THOM, Chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union reported that that Committee, 
having had under consideration the bill 
(H. R. 6802) making appropriations for 
the legislative branch of the Government 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1943, 
and for other purposes, directed him to 
report the same back to the House with 
sundry .amendments, with the recom
mendation that the amendments be 
agreed to and the bill as amended do 
pass. 

Mr. O'NEAL. Mr. Speaker, I move the 
previous question on the bill and all 
amendments to final passage. 

The previous question was ordered. 
The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote de

manded on any amendment? 
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Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I de

mand a separate vote on the O'Neal 
amendment on page 44, line 21'. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
the remaining amendments. 

The amendments were agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report 

the amendment upon which the gentle
man from Georgia demands a separate 
vote. 

The Clerk read as follows; 
Amendment offered by Mr. O 'NEAL: On page 

44, line 21 , after "1943:" insert: "Provided 
further, That notwithstanding the provisions 
of section 73 of the act of January 12, 1895 
(44 U . S . C. 241), no part of the foregoing 
sum of $3,985,000 shall be used for printing 
and binding part 2 of the Annual Report 
of the- Secretary of Agriculture (known as 
the Yearbook of Agriculture)." 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
the amendment. 

The question was taken; and on a divi
sion <demanded by Mr. TARVER) there 
were-ayes 85, noes 31. 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I object 
to the vote on the ground there is not a 
quorum present, and make the point of 
order that a quorum is not present. 

The SPEAKER. Evidently there is not 
a quorum present. The Doorkeeper will 
close the doors, the Sergeant at Arms 
will notify absent Members, and the 
Clerk will call the roll. 

The question was taken; and there 
were-yeas 233, nays 100, not voting 98, 
as follows: 

[Roll No. 44] 
YEA8-233 

Allen, Ill. Curtis Hess 
Allen, La. D'Alesandro Hill, Colo. 
Andersen, Davis, Ohio Hinshaw 

H. Carl Dewey Hoffman 
Anderson, Calif. Plrksen Holbrock 
Anderson, Disney Holmes 

N.Mex. Ditter Hope 
Andresen, Domengeaux Houston 

August H. Dondero Hunter 
Angell Doughten Jarman 
Arends Downs Jenkins , Ohio 
Barnes Duncan Jenks, N. H. 
Bates, Mass. Durham Jennings 
Baumhart Dworshak Johns 
Beckworth Eaton Johnson, Ill. 
Beiter Eberharter Johnson, Ind. 
Bender Edmiston Johnson, W.Va. 
Bennett Elston Jones 
Blackney Engel Jonkman 
Bland Fellows Kean 
Boehne Fenton Keefe 
Bolton Fish Kefauver 
Boren Fitzgerald Kelly, Ill. 
Bradley, Mich. Fitzpatrick Kilburn 
Brooks Flaherty Kilday 
Brown. Ohio Fogarty Klein 
Bryson Folger Knutson 
Bulwinkle Forand Kunkel 
Burgin Ford, Leland M. Lambertson 
Butler Ford, Miss. Landis 
Canfield Ford, Thomas F.Lane 
Capozzoli Gamble Lanham 
carlson Gathings LeCompte 
Carter Gearhart Lesinski 
Chapman Gifford Ludlow 
Chenoweth ·Gillette Lynch 
Chiperfield Gillie McGregor 
Clason Gore Mcintyre 
Cluett Graham McLaughlin 
Cochran Guyer McLean 
Coffee, Nebr. Gwynne Maas 
Cole, N. Y. Haines . Maciora 
Collins Hall, Mahon 
Colmer Leonard W. Martin, Mass. 
Cooley Halleck May 
Copeland Hancock Meyer, Md. 
Costello Harness Michener 
Cox Harris, Ark. Mills, Ark. 
Cravens Harris, Va. Mills, La. 
Crawford Hart Monroney 
Crosser Harter Mott 
Crowther Hartley Murray 
Culkin Heffernan Myers, Pa. 

Norrell Rockwell 
O'Brien, N .. Y. Rodgers, Pa. 
O'Leary Rogers, Mass. 
Oliver Rogers, Okla. 
O'Neal Rolph 
Pace Russell 
Paddock Sabath 
Patton Schuetz 
Pearson Scott 
Pheiffer, Secrest 

William T. Shafer, Mich. 
Pittenger Shanley 
Plauche Smith, Maine 
Ploeser Smith, Ohio 
Plumley Smith, Va. 
Powers Smith, Wis. 
Priest Somers, N.Y. 
Rabaut Spence 
Randolph Springer 
Reece, Tenn. Stearns, N. H. 
Reed, TIL Stefan 
Reed , N.Y. Stevenson 
Rees, Kans. Sull1van 
Rich Taber 
Rizley Talle 
Robertson, Va. Thill 
Robinson, Utah Th,omas, N.J. 

NAY8-100 
Arnold Hare 
Bates. Ky. Harrington 
Bell Healey 
Bradley, Pa. Heidinger 
Brown, Ga. Hill, Wash. 
Burch Hobbs 
Burdick Hull 
Camp Imhoff 
Cartwright Izac 
Casey, Mass. Jackson· 
C!ark Johnson, 
Claypool Luther A. 
Coffee. Wash. Johnson, Okla. 
Cooper Kerr 
Courtney Kinzer 
Creal Kirwan 
Cullen Kopplemann 
Cunningham · Lea 
Dickstein Leavy 
D!ngell McCormack 
Drewry McGehee 
Ell1ott, Calif. McMillan 
Ellis Manasco 
Flannagan Mansfield 
Fulmer Martin, Iowa 
Gehrmann Moser 
Gerlach Mundt 
Gibson Murdock 
Gilchrist Nelson . 
Gossett Nichols 
Granger O'Connor 
Grant, Ala. O'Hara 
Green Patrick 
Gregory Peterson, Fla. 
Hall, · Peterson, Ga. 

Edwin Arthur Pierce 

Thomason 
Tibbett 
Tinkham • 
Traynor 
VanZandt 
Voorhis, Calif. 
Vorys, Ohio 
Wadsworth 
Ward 
Wasielewski 
Weiss 
Welch 
Wheat 
Whittington 
Wickersham 
Wigglesworth 
Williams 
Wilson 
Winter 
Wolcott 
Wolfenden, Pa. 
Wolverton, N.J. 
Young 
Youngdahl 
Zimmerman 

Poage 
Ramsay 
Rankin, Miss. 
Rankin , Mont. 
Richards 
Robertson; 

N.Dak. 
Ro bsion, Ky. 
Sanders 
Sauthoff 
Schulte 
Sheppard 
Short 
Sikes 
Smith, Pa. 
Snyder 
South 
Sparkman 
Steagall 
Sutphin 
Tarver 
Tenerowlcz 
Terry 
Thorn 
Vincent, Ky. 
Weaver 
Wene 
Whelchel 
Whitten 
Woodruff, Mich. 
Wright 

NOT VOTING-98 
Andrews Hendricks Patman 
Baldwin , Hook Pfeifer, 
Barden Howell Joseph L. 
Barry Jacobsen Ramspeck 
Beam Jarrett Rivers 
Bishop Jensen Rockefeller 
Bloom Johnson, Calif. Romjue 
Boggs Johnson, Sacks 
Boland Lyndon B. Sasscer 
Bonner Kee Satterfield 
Boykin Kelley, Pa. Scanlon 
Buck Kennedy, Schaefer, Ill. 
Buckler, Minn. Martin J. Scrugham 
Buckley, N.Y. Kennedy, Shannon 
Byrne Michael J. Sheridan 
Byron Keogh Simpson 
cannon, Fla. Kleberg Smith, Wash. 
Cannon, Mo. Kocialkowskl Smith, W.Va. 
case, S.Dak. Kramer Starnes, Ala. 
Celler Larrabee Stratton 
Clevenger Lewis Sumner, Ill. 
Cole, Md. McGranery Sumners, Tex. 
Davis, Tenn. McKeough Sweeney 
Day Maciejewski Talbot 
.Delaney Magnuson Thomas, Tex. 
Dies Marcantonio Tolan 
Douglas Mason Treadway 
Eliot, Mass. Merritt Vinson, Ga. 
Englebright Mitchell Vreeland 
Faddis Norton Walter 
Gale O'Brien, Mich. West 
Gavagan O'Day White 
Grant, Ind. Osmers Woodrum, Va. 
Hebert O'Toole Worley 

So the amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk announced the following 

pairs: 

General pairs: 
Mr. Barden of North Carolina with Mr. 

Treadway. 
Mr. Hebert with Mr. Engelbright. 
Mr. Kocialkowski with Mr. Bishop. 
Mr. Lewis with Mr. Mason. 
Mr. Boland with Mr. Baldwin. 
Mr. Gavagan with Mr. Rockefeller. 
Mr. Cannon of Missouri with Mr. Vreeland. 
Mr. Davis of Tennessee with Mr. Jensen. 
Mr. Keogh with Mr. Gale. 
Mr. Ramspeck with Mr. Day. 
Mr. Cole of Maryland with Mr. Case of South 

Dakota . 
Mr. Rivers with Mr. Andrews. 
Mr. Satterfield with Mr. Osmers. 
Mr. Hook with Mr. Simpson. 
Mr. Starnes of Alabama with Mr. Johnson 

of California. 
Mr. Patman with Mr. Sumner of Dlinols. 
Mr. Martin J. Kennedy with Mr. Douglas. 
Mr. Hendricks with Mr Clevenger. 
Mr. Sumners of Texas with Mr. Stratton. 
Mr. Kleberg with Mr. Howell. 
Mr. Buck with Mr. Jarrett. 
Mr. Thomas of Texas with Mr. Talbot. 
Mr. Boykin with Mr, Buckler of Minnesota. 
Mr. Boggs with~Mr. Marcantonio. 
Mr. Cannon of Florida with Mr. Buckley of 

New York. 
Mr. McKeough with Mr. Dies. 
Mr. Barry with Mr. Jacobsen. 
Mr. Kee with Mr. Celler . 
Mr. Bloom with Mr. Romjue. 
Mr. Bonner with Mr. Kelley of Pennsyl

vania. 
Mr. Michael J. Kennedy with Mr. Eliot of 

Massachusetts. 
Mr. Delaney with Mr. !<'addis. 
Mrs. Norton with Mr. Walter. 
Mr. Woodrum of Virginia with Mr. Merritt. 
Mi:. McGranery with Mrs. Byron. 
Mr. Scanlon with Mr. Byrne. 
Mr. Joseph L. Pfeifer with Mr. Sheridan. 
Mr. Beam with Mr. O'Toole. 
Mr. O'Brien of Michigan with Mr. Mag-

nuson. 
Mr. Maciejewski with Mr. Tolan. 
Mr. West with Mr. Kramer. 
Mr. Larrabee with Mr. Smith of West Vir-

ginia. 
Mr. Sweeney with Mr. Scrugham. 
Mr. Sacks with Mr. Mitchell. 
Mr. White with Mr. Schaefer of Illinois. 
Mr. Smith of Washington with Mr. Worley. 
Mrs. O'Day with Mr. Lyndon Johnson. 
Mr. Sasscer witb Mr . Shannon, 

Mr. ROBERTSON of North Dakota 
changed his vote from "yea" to "nay." 

The doors were opened. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on 

the engrossment and third reading of the 
bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the 
third time, and passed, and· a motion to 
reconsider was laid on the table. 
INCREASE OF DEBT -LIMIT OF THE UNTTED 

. STATES 

Mr. DOUGHTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker's table the· bill <H. R. 6691) to 
increase the debt limit of the United 
States, to further amend the Second Lib
erty Bond Act, and for other purposes, 
with Senate amendment thereto, dis
agree to the Senate amendment, and ask 
for a conference. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
.The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 

the request of the gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr.' DOUGHTON]? 
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There was no objection; and the 

Speaker appointed the following con
ferees on the part of the House: Messrs. 
DOUGHTON, CULLEN, COOPER, CROWTHER, 
and KNUTSON. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. SCHULTE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the RECORD and to include 
therein two short articles, one from the 
American Federationist and the other an 
article from the Washington Post. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. SCHULTE]? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. CASEY of Massachusetts. Mr. 

Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex
tend my own remarks in the RECORD and 
to include an editorial from the Wor
cester Daily Telegram. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection t.o 
the request of the gentleman from Mas
sachusetts [Mr. CASEY]? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I 

ask unanimous consent to extend my 
own remarks in the RECORD and to in
clude a statement made today to the 
press by the Speaker of the House of 
Representatives. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mas
sachusetts [Mr. McCoRMACK]? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. HALLECK. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent to extend my own re
marks in the RECORD and to include an 
editorial from the Valparaiso Vidette
Messenger. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from In
diana [Mr. HALLECK]? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the RECORD and to. include 
therein a press release I gave out today. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. TABER]? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. HINSHAW. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent to extend my own re
marks in the RECORD and to include 

· therein a bulletin. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 

the request of the gentleman from Cali
fornia [Mr. HI~SHAW]? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the RECORD and to include two 
different articles. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to. 
the request of the gentleman from Dli
nois [Mr. SABATH]? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. GOSSETT. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent to extend my own re
marks in the· Appendix of the REcORD. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. GOSSETT]? 

There was no objection. 

PROFITEERING 

Mr. GOSSETT. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for 1 min-
ute. · · 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. GOSSETT]? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. GOSSETT. Mr. Speaker, it is not 

my practice to .insert newspaper edi
torials in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 
However, a short editorial in yesterday's 
Washington News is worthy of reproduc
tion just here: 

DON'T TELL MAC ARTHUR 

"So live that you can look ME~ocArthur in 
the eye." 

Leaders of the United Auto Workers have 
just won an arbitration dFcision in Detroit. 
It gives them double ttme in all General 
Motors plants when the men work on Sun
days or holidays, even th<"'Ugh this work is 
merely part of a 40-hour week. 

Where would they look if they met Mac
Arthur? 

One of the parties seriously affected 
by this agreement was evidently over
looked or misrepresented in the· arbitra
tion award. The American taxpayer is 
taken for a ride whenever double time 
is paid for work in war production. In 
addition to suspending the 40-hour week 
for the duration, this Congress should 
immediately enact laws to eliminate all 
excess profits by industry. Proflteering 

·out of the blood, sweat and tears of this 
emergency by industry, labor or anyone 
else is a crime against American civiliza
tion. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. BROOKS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the RECORD and to include a 
speech made by Donald Nelson. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Louisiana [Mr. BROOKS]? 

There was no objection. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

Mr. PETERSON of Florida. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
proceed for one-half minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Flor- · 
ida [Mr. PETERSON]? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. PETERSON of Florida. Mr. 

Speaker, the gentleman from Florida 
[Mr, CANNON] was taken suddenly ill on 
Tuesday, a week ago with pneumonia. 
He was taken to .the hospital at that time 
and has been unable to attend up until 
this time. I am glad to inform the 
House, however, that he is well ori the 
road to recovery. 

I ask unanimous consent that the gen
tleman from Florida [Mr. CANNON 1 may 
be excused from attendance as of Tues
daY, a week ago. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Flor
ida [Mr. PETERSON]? 

There was no objection. 
EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

. Mr. SANDERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the RECORD and include 

therein a resolution adopted by the Loui
siana Automobile Dealers Association. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Louisiana? 

There was no objection. 
BETHLEHEM SHIPBUILDING YARDS, . SAN 

FRANCISCO 

Mr. ROLPH. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to itddress the House 
for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Cali .. 
fornia? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. ROLPH. Mr. Speaker, last Sat

urday Donald M. Nelson telegraphed the 
workers in Bethlehem Shipbuilding 
Yards, San Francisco, as follows: 

I r .ave been told ot your "Give a Sunday" 
plan. That's the spirit it takes to produce 
the stuff it takes to win this war. Our goal 
is continuous operation of the yards 24 hours 
a day 7 days a week achieved through some 
form of the rotating shift, Go to it. 

The telegram was sent because more 
than 5,000 of the shipyard workers are 
willing to give our Gove.rnment a Sun
day's work. ThesL men are offering their 
services for a day without pay as a con
tribution to speed the construction of 
vitally needed ships, 

The Bethlehem plant in San Fran~ 
cisco was originally the Union Iron 
Works where the famous battleship 
Oregon of Spanish-American War days 
was built. 

The shipyard is in my congressional 
district, and I want the whole country 
to know of the unselflsh patriotic devo
tion of these ship workers. 

STATE SALES TAX BILL 

Mr. McGREGOR. Mr. SpeakerJ I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute and revise and extend my 
remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection· to 
the request of the gentleman from Ohio? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. McGREGOR. Mr. Speaker, I de

sire to enter my protest against the pas
sage of H. R. 6750. I have the highest 
regard for the distinguished chairman 
and the members of the Ways and Means 
Committee: but to allow this bill to come 
on the floor in its present form is, in my 
opinion, an error as the bill is an en-
croachment on State rights. · 

I fully agree that the Federal Govern
ment must have some control over State 
activities in the present emergency, but 
I certainly cannot reconcile its control of 
the disposition and uses ot the taxes 
which the State levies. 

The great State of Ohio has cooperated 
and will continue to cooperate in every 
way with the Federal Government in the 
prosecution of the war, yet we feel that 
it is absolutely essential that we maintain 
our State and local governments. We 
are administering our sales and use taxes 
in complete harmony with the War and 
Navy Departments, and these taxes are 
imposing nc burden on the Federal Gov
ernpient in its war effort. To prohibit 
Ohio, as this bill would do, from taxing 
personal property of those having war 
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contracts, to prohibit Ohio from levying 
her public utility excise taxes, and to pro
hibit Ohio from taxing gasoline and 
liquid fuel used on the highway will deal 
a serious and unnecessary blow to- our 
State and local governments. 

The passage of this bill in -its present 
form will mean an annual loss of revenue 
to Ohio of over $25,000,000. Of this 
amount over $11,000,000 annually will be 
lost to local government in personal prop
ertJ, gasoline, and public-utility excise 
taxes. It wm so reduce gasoline taxes as 
to make it impossible to properly main
tain our highways which are essential 
for defense. Ohio knows more about the 
maintenance and construction of Ohio 
highways than anyone else and, there
fore, the system of highway transporta
tion should not be crippled partially or 
in any degree by the removal of the gaso
line and liquid fuel taxes and the motor 
vehicle license fees as provided in House 
bill 6750. 

Law enforcement is more necessary in 
wartime than at any other time. If 
trucks and passenger cars earrying de
fense workers or products are to be per
mit~ed to operate without identification 
tags, these operations cart enter the field 
of criminal activities and enforcement 
will break down when it is most needed. 

It seems to me tHat with one hand 
Washington is pouring money into the 
States and municipalities- building 
houses for defense workers, providing 
money for schools, sewer and water sys
tem expansion-and with the other hand, 
through the Daughton bill to exempt war 
contractors and subcontractors from var
ious State taxes, is proposing to dry up 
sources of State revenue and make the 
subdivisions of Government still less able 
to take care of their own needs. 

I contend that the passage of this bill, 
in its present form, will impair State and 
local revenues so that they cannot be 
replaced. Certainly it would seem unwise 
during this time of emergency to upset 
orderly tax structures when the energy 
and intelligence of national and local 
otficials should be devoted to defense 
efforts. 

EXTEN.SION OF REMARKS 

Mr.. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my owh 
remarks in the REcORD and include 
therein an editorial. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mich
igan? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. BOGGS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the RECORD and include 
therein an editorial from the New 
Orleans Item. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Louisiana? 

There was no objection. 
THE MARCH OF THE LAST COMRADE IS 

OVER 

Mr. WHEAT. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there obJection to 
the request of the gentleman from Illi
nois? 

LXXXVIII--169 

There was no objection. 
Mr. WHEAT. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent to revise and extend 
my remarks and include therein an article 
from the Decatur Review. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Illinois? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. WHEAT. · Mr. Speaker, the Grand 

Army of the Republic was founded in 
Decatur, Ill., on April 6, 1866, by organiz
ing the first encampment of the G. A. R:, 
which was named Dunham Post, No. 1, 
District of Macon, Department of Illinois, 
which post has continued to be active un
til Monday, March 16, 1942, when with 
the passing of its last member, Comrade 
C. H. Collins, the affairs of ·the founding 
post of the Grand Army of the Republic 
were brought to a close. 

Dunham post was organized on April 
6, 1866, on the anniversary of the Battle 
of Shilo, in which Dr. B. F. Stephenson, 
its founder, and nearly all of the charter 
members had taken an active part. 

Dr. B. F. Stephenson, Springfield, Ill., 
had the idea an organization should be 
created to handle the affairs of the vet
erans of the Civil War, but unable to get 
sutficient support for his idea in Spring
field he discussed his idea with his friends 
and comrades in Decatur, Ill., who saw 
merit in the idea, and thus arose the offi
cial organization of tl;le Grand Army of 
the Republic. 

Listed as charter members were Capt. 
M. F. Kanan, Maj. George R. Steele, 
George H. Dunning, Col. Isaac C. Pugh, 
Lt. Col. John H. Nale, J. T. Bishop, C. 
Riebsame, Dr. J. W. Routh, B. F. Sibley, 
I. N. Coltrin, Joseph Prior, and A. Toland. 

These 12 members gathered around a 
table on which was placed. the Bible, and 
in the presence of the flag, together with 
the assistance of a gavel which was later 
to gain fame, held their first meeting, 
electing the following officers: 

District officers: Commandant, Col. 
Isaac C. Pugh; quartermaster, Lt. Col. 
John H. Nale; adjutant, Dr. J. W. Routh. 

Dunham Post, No.1, officers: Post com
mander, Capt. M. F. Kanan; post ad
jutant, Maj. George R. Steele; post quar
termaster, George H. Dunning; otficer of 
the day, C. Riebsame; officer of the 
guard, J. T. Bishop; post surgeon, Dr. J. 
W. Routh. 

The G. A. R. became a national organi
zation, and according to the records of 
the Veterans' Administration, there are 
at present 1,120 Civil War veterans as of 
February 28, 1942, in the United States. 

The gavel used by this post has a par
ticularly interesting history. It was used 
at three national conventions of the. G. 
A. R., by Presidents of the United States, 
Presidents William McKinley, Theodore 
Roosevelt, and Franklin D. Roosevelt, 
who were guests at these conventions. 
This gavel, together with the Bible, flag, 
and table, all of which were used by the 
12 charter members founding the G. A. R. 
have been preserved by Dunham post un
til their use in the last rites over the re
mains of C. H. Collins, who at the time 
of his death was the only surviving mem
ber <>f the founding post of the Grand 
Army of the Republic. 

The sounding of the gavel at the close 
of this service not only marked the pass
ing of an honored soldier, but forever 
closed Dunham Post, No. 1, Decatur, Dis
trict of Macon, Department of Illinois, 
which gave birth to the Grand Army of 
the Republic. 

Mr. Speaker, the following article ap
peared in the Decatur Review on this 

·subject: 
[From the Decatur (Til.) Review of March 

16, 1942] 
DECATUR G. A. R. POST CLOSED IN COLLINS 

FUNERAL 

Comrade C. H. Collins was buried yester
day. 

Funeral services were held in the First 
Methodist Church and with the services the 

· final chapter of Dunham Post, the first 
Grand Army of the Republic post in the Na
tion, was written. Comrade Collins was the 
last Macon County Civil War veteran. 

To Dr. Thomas B. Lugg, pastor of the First 
Methodist Church, who delivered the funeral 
sermon, went the unusual honor of closing 
the post. He performed the task with the 
words: 

"I declare this Dunham Post of Macon 
County, Ill., closed forever." 

Assembled near the pulpit at the church 
were the table around which the founders of 
the post gathered, the gavel with which the 
meeting in 1866 was called together, the Bible 
used in the lodge room, and a flag that be
longed to the post. 

CLOSE OF NOTABLE ERA 

"We do honor to Mr. Collins and, at the 
same time, we commemorate the achieve
mentl? of a great body of loyal and brave men 
in a rather significant way here this after
noon." Dr. Lugg said. "We come to the close 
of a great historical era. The G. A. R. was 
organized with the first chapter of 12 men 
here at the city of Decatur in 1866." 

A particularly impressive part of yester
day's service was the reading by Rev. Mr. 
Lugg of a . service used at the end of each 
meeting of the Dunham post. The service 
opened with three knocks of the gavel and 
those in attendance rose at a singb knock 
of the gavel at the close of the meeting. This 
ritual was reenacted at the church. -

The old gavel is a historic piece in itself. 
It was used at three G. A. R. national con
ventions by Presidents of the United States. 
Presidents William McKinley, Theodore 
Roosevelt, and Franklin D. Roosevelt all used 
it. 

TWENTY -THREE ORGANIZATIONS REPRESENTED 

Attending the funeral were members from 
23 local patriotic . organizations. Flowers 
from friends of Mr. Collins and from or
ganizations were banked behind the coffin at 
the church and at the cemetery. 

The traditional G. A. R. service given Union 
Army veterans was read by five Spanish
American War veterans, who also fired a salute 
at the graveside. Spa.nish-American War 
veterans who took part in the service were 
Charles Krohn, Ed Duvall, Everett Beeman, 
Earl Seiberling, and Theodore Maxey. 

Among the 400 persons attending the serv
ice was Hiram H. Schumate, of Riverton, 94-
year-old commander of the State G. A. R. 
organization. Serving as his escorts for the 
day were Commander Curtis Funkhouser. of 
the lo<;al chapter of the Veterans of Foreign 
Wars, and Commander Wilbur Lytle, of the 
Castle Williams post, American Legion. 

FLAG GIVEN TO GRANDSON 

Mayor Charles E. Lee and the city commis
sioners attended the services. 

A flag that was placed over the Union sol
dier 's coffin was furnished by the Govern
ment. At the conclusion of the service, 1t 
was given to Ralph D. Collins, a grandson o! 
the veteran. 
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Music for the service was furnished by 

Harry Barber and Freeman Wilmeth. Taps 
was sounded by Lewis Grubb, bugler for the 
Veterans of Foreign Wars post. 

The burial service, permitted on Sunday as 
a special tribute to Mr. Collins, was closed 
with the words: . 

"The march of the last comrade is over." 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mrs. BOLTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my remarks 
in the RECORD and include therein an 
article. 

The SPEAKER. Is there oQjection to 
the request of the gentlewoman from 
Ohio? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. GAMBLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the RECORD and include there
in an article on labor · legislation, by 
Mark Sullivan, appearing in this morn
ing's Washington Post. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from New 
York? 
- There was no objection. 

Mr. · FISH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani
mous consent to extend my own remarks 
·in the RECORD and include therein a 
poem by the gentleman from Alabama, 
Mr. LUTHER PATRICK, entitle<! "MacArthur 
and the Star-Spangled .Flag." 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from New 
York? . · 
· There was no objection. 

Mr. DITTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
-remarks in the RECORD and to include 
therein the scholarly address delivered 
by the distinguished majority leader, the 
'Honorable JOHN W. McCoRMACK, of Mas
sachusetts at the Founders' Day convo
cation at' Boston University, at which 
time there was conferred upon the ma
jority leader the honorary degree of 
doctor of laws. 

The SPEAKER. · Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Penn
sylvania? 

There was no ·objection. 
Mr. KEEFE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the RECORD and include 
therein a memorandum of an address 
scheduled to be deliyered today by Mr. 
. A. P. Nonweiler before the small busi
ness conference at Chicago, relating to 
the problems of small business. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Wisconsin? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. 'WIGGLESWORTH. Mr .. Speaker, 

I ask unanimous consent to extend my 
own remarks in the RECORD on the fuel 
situation in New England, and to include 
in that connection a telegram sent to 
the Secretary of the Interior and a pub
lic statement, both signed jointly py the 
six New England Governors. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. SOUTH. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the RECORD and include 
therein a brief editorial. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Texas? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. SMITH of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, 

I ask unanimous consent to extend my 
own remarks in the RECORD and include 
therein an article by Roger Babson. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the. request of the gentleman from 
Virginia? 

There was no objection. 
PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 

Mr. BECKWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that at the con
clusion of the special order this afternoon 
I may be permitted to aqdress the House 
for 10 minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Texas? 

There was no objection. 
ORGANIZING OF FARMERS IN THE UNITED 

STATES 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for 1 
minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from West 
Virginia? 

There w~s no objection. 
Mr. ·RANDOLPH. Mr. Speaker, it is 

my considered opjnion that loyal labor 
and responsible unionism in the United 
States do not approve of efforts in the 
war period to bring about a highly or
ganized campaign to enroll within any 
labor organization those groups not now 
holding membership. 

The United Mine Workers, through a 
branch of that organization, is 'carrying 
forward a high-pressure campaign to or
ganize all the dairy farmers of the Na
tion. In the expression of one of the 
organizers, uttered yesterday, they mean 
to expand the drive to cover all the farm-

. ers of the United States. 
Mr. Speaker, I believe ·firmly in work

ers organizing for their benefit and mu
tual well-being. They have this right, 
and it is also a responsibility. I shall 
fight · with them to keep this power. 
Now, however, we should bend every 
efiort to produce-not use the war to 
organize . 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. CUNNINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to extend my re
rr_arks in the RECORD and to include a 
letter on national defense by Mr. Fred C. 
B3rnhard, of Des Moines, Iowa. · 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Iowa? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I 

ask unanimous consent to extend my re
marks in the RECORD by including therein 
an address recently made by the Attor
ney General, Han. Francis Biddle, at the 
Founders' Day celebration of the Boston 
University School of ~aw. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mas
sachusetts? 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. Under previous-order 

of the House, the gentleman from Arkan-

sas [Mr. GATHINGS] is recognized for 20 
minutes. 

Mr. GATHINGS. Mr. Speaker, with 
our country engaged in a fight for its 
very existence, in which we have drafted 
the flower of our youth into the arme.d 
forces, th.ere is no place for disputes, 
labor stoppages, and strikes in defense 
industries. The munitions of war must 
be produced in ever-increasing numbers 
in order to meet the needs of our Army, 
the Navy, and our allies in the fight 
against the Axis Powers. The people of 
America have not been complacent about 
the existing conditions with respect to 
the precious hours lost due to strikes in 
defense plants in the past several 
months. They have, on the other hand, 
continuously urged the President, the 
Congress, labor, and management to take 
the necessary steps to stop strikes for 
the duration of the emergency. 

To my way of thinking, a man who 
would walk away from his employment 
in a defense plant that is engaged in the 
construction of ships, airplanes, tanks, 
munitions, or other essentials for the 
successful prosecution of the war is guilty 
of an act unbecoming an American. The 
worker is not responsible for the greater. 
part of the loss of the productivity of 
the defense plants due to stlikes, since 
a great number of.the strikes have been 
caused by disputes between unions on 
the question of which union should be 
given the right to organize a specific 
group of 'workers of the plant and a dis
pute over the closed-shop issue and other 
causes. Mr. Speaker, I can see n9 place 
under our system of government that 
would compel a man to pay initiation 
fees to a union before he can work in 
a defense plant to produce war supplies 
for his country. · 

Mr. NORRELL. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. GATHINGS. I yield to my friend 
and colleague from Arkansas. 

Mr. NORRELL. I want to take this 
opportunity to compliment the gentle
man for his vigorous efforts to stop strikes 
and to have continuous productior. in this 
country. I know of no Member of the 
House who has done more. In that con
nection may I ask the gentleman if he 
knows' anything the House can do that 
has not been done to remedy this situa
tion? 

Mr. GATHINGS . . Yes; I will say to 
the gentfeJilan that a little further along 
in my remarks I am going to discuss that 
very proposition. There have been two 
bills introduced in the House this week by 
the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
SMITH], and I do hope that those bills 
receive immediate attention and consid
eration at the hands of the House. I 
want to say to the gentleman that he, 
too, has supported all measures provid
ing for continuous, uninterrupted, and 
maximum production in our war effort. 

On September 8, 1939, the President 
declared a limited national emergency. 
On May 27, 1941, the President declared 
an unlimited national emergency existed 
and called for a continuous production 
along the assembly lines of all the defense 
plants of the country. In the month of 
June 1941, following the President's dec
laration in May of the same year, there 
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were 1,375,000 man-days, not hours, lost 
in national defense industries in this 
country due to strikes. In July 1941, the 
second month after the declaration of an 
existence of a national emergency, there 
were 1,300,000 man-days lost due to the 
existence of strikes. Nor have these 
strikes ceased since the attack made on 
Pearl Harbor on December 7, 1941. In 
the month of January 1942 there were 
155 strikes, involving 32,500 workers, with 
390,000 man-days lost. According to the 
information that I have obtained, the 
number of strikes rose appreciably in 
February 1942, involving the loss in man
hours of 2,028,824 in war industry strikes 
alone. 

Mr. CASEY of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GATHINGS. I yield. 
Mr. CASEY of Massachusetts. In view 

of the fact that a speaker made the 
statement this morning that as of March 
17, in the entire country, there were only 
100 on strike out of 6,000,000 working on 
war production, does not the gentleman 
think he is tilting at windmills in making 
these remarks? Never before has labor 
been so coordinated and working in such 
unison for a total, all-out effort against 
totalitarian nations. Why should we 
keep agitating the subject? 

Mr. GATHINGS. I want to say to the 
gentleman that these figures I have were 
obtained from the labor branch of the 
War Production Board, and if we have 
lost 1 hour, if we have lost 1 minute, due 
to strikes, that ought to be stopped and 
stopped now by this Congress. I will 
ask the gentleman to help us to do it. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. -Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GATHINGS. I yield to the gen
tleman. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Instead of tilting at 
windmills the American ~eople are de
termined that the windmills continue to 
turn in our war industries. It is also 
noteworthy to recognize that the head of 
the C. I. 0., Mr. Murray, and the bead 
of the A. F. of L., Mr. Green, had to take 
occasion yesterday, after a conference 
at the White House, to once again reas
sure the country that now they were 
against strikes in defense plants, and 
promised to see to it that none occur. 

Mr. GATHINGS. Regardless of what 
has been said on the part of those leaders, 
I say that the strikes continue and such 
strikes must be stopped, and I am mighty 
glad to get the reaction of the distin
guished gentleman from West Virginia, 
who is a member of the Labor Committee 
of the House. I recognize that you speak 
as a friend of labor who for 9 years has 
fought for the workingman. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. GATHINGS. I yield. 
Mr. HOFFMAN. Whether any time is 

now being lost by strik~s. is it not a fact 
that at the present time these unions and 
their members are demanding that if 
they work 1 hour more than 40 hours a 
week to support our armed forces, they 
must be paid pay and a half for· every 
extra hour. and if they work on Sundays 
or holidays, they insist upon double pay? 
What kind of patriotism is that? 

Mr. GATIDNGS. I am going to get to 
that very thing if I am given the oppor-

tunity. I appreciate the remarks of the 
gentleman. 

In the month of April1941 the Military 
Affairs Committee of the House investi
gated the strike situation and called be
fore it all of the Government officials in 
charge of the labor and production pro
gram. Let us see the feeling of those 
officials · on this important issue. I have 
here questions and answers taken from 
the hearings on the inquiry as to 
national defense construction before the 
House Military Affairs Committee. The 
first witness was Mr. John D. Biggers, 
Director, Division of Production, Office 
of Production Management. On page 46 
of the hearings Mr. CosTELLO asked th~ 
question and continues: 

The reason I asked that is because legisla
tion looking to that end bas been introduced 
in Congress, and I am interested in knowing 
whether your organization approves suGh 
legislation or not. 

Mr. BIGGERS. I think that is a very inter
esting and important question, and I would 
prefer that you take it up with Mr. Knudse•1 
and Mr. Hillman, who have the direct respon
sibility of handling this situation and of 
finally determining the policies, I being their 
subordinate. 

On page 65 of the hearings, Mr. SPARK
MAN, of Alabama, asked Mr. William H. 
Davis, Chairman of the National Defense 
Mediation Board, the following question; 

Mr. SPARK.l\1:AN. Do you believe that it 
would be wise to enact legislation which 
would cover all of those cases? 

Mr. DAVIS. No, sir; I do not. 

On page 116 of the hearings, Mr. 
THoMASON, of Texas, asked Mr. Sidney 
Hillman, the then Associate Director of 
Office of Production Management, the 
following question: 

Mr. THOMASON. Do you think any legiSla
tion is necessary along that line? 

Mr. HILLMAN. I believe, Congressman, that 
we will get better results without legislation 
That is my considered judgment. I believe 
that the Mediation Board, if we cannot handle 
it the other way, is amply prepared to handle 
it. . . 

On page 173 of the hearings, Mr. 
FADDIS, of Pennsylvania, asked Secretary 
Francis Perkins the following question: 

Mr. FADDIS. You say you can think of no 
legislation which Congress might enact that 
might help out the present situation? 

Secretary PERKINS. I cannot think of any: 
no, sir. 

On page 231 of the hearings, Mr. 
SHAFER, of Michigan, asked Mr. William 
Knudsen, who was Director of Office of 
Production Management at that time, 
the following question: 

Mr. SHAFER. Do you think there should be 
a law, or that it would be necessary to have 
a law to accomplish that? 

Mr. KNUDSEN. If it cannot be arranged in 
any othP.r way, there should be a law; yes, 
sir. 

Mr. THOMASON asked Mr. John O'Brian, 
general counsel for 0. P. M. on page 236 
of the hearings this question : 

Mr. THOMASON. I woul.d appreciate any 
statement you care to make s to whether 

· or not legislation is needed or advisable at 
this time in the present crisis in order to 
solve this unfortunate labor situation that 
has' developed within the last few weeks, 
.affecting the national-defense program 

Mr. O'BRIAN. My views on that subject are 
entirely in accord with those Mr. Knudsen 

has expressed. I would approach that with 
hesitation. As counsel for the Office of Pro
duction Management, I do not advise on mat
ters of policy, but matters of policy are 
disposed of by the Secretary of War, the 
Secretary of the Navy, Mr. Knudsen, and 
Mr. Hillman. 

Mr. THOMASON asked Mr. Donald Nel
son, who was director of purchases, 
0. P. M., at that time, the following ques
tion found on page 243 of the hearings: 

Mr. THOMASON. Now, in connection with 
management, and you as a businessman 
know what is meant by that particular 
designation, this committee was commis
sioned to find out if legislation is needed to 
cure this situation and if it requires legis
lation, in your opinion, will you give us the 
benefit of your ideas, from the standpoint of 
big bUl}iness, and I USE! that term in no 
critical sense at all? 

Mr. NELSON. I understand. Of course, my 
theory is, and I have followed this question 
of these relationships with labor for a great 
many years, and I have always deplored the 
theory of trying to settle labor difficulties 
by legislation, I feel that public opinion is 
the thing that in the final analysis will adjust 
labor disputes. 

Now this testimony was given, bear in 
mind, . in APril 1941, when there were 
7,800,000 man-days lost due to strikes. 
Mr. Knudsen was the only one of those 
called before us to testify on the need for 
strike legislation who finally admitted 
that a cooling-of! period was desired. 
There are those who have eyes but can
not see and ears but cannot hear. What 
are we coming to in America when we sit 
idly by and not attempt to remedy the 
situation? And let me say that I cast no 
reflection on Mr. Nelson as Director of 
W. P. B. as I believe he is conscientiously 
trying to get results. I believe that the 
immediate removal of Madam Frances 
Perkins as Secretary of Labor and the 
removal of Sidney .Hillman, Director of 
the Labor Division of the War Produc
tion Board, would bring unity out of 
chaos and restore confidence in the peo
ple of the country that Washington in
tends to see this thing through. These 
offices should be filled by public-spirited 
men who will deal with the problems fac
ing their departments realistically, and 
who would not have the interest of either 
labor or management at heart, but only 
the welfare and future of 130,000,000 
people. This is no time to expound so
cial theories and social gains. We must 
lend our every effort to the one and only 
great problem with which we are con
fronted, the successful prosecution of 
this war. 

·Mr. Speaker, I h::..ve fought for months 
to stop these strikes. I was one of the 
first outspoken Members of Congress to 
denounce national defense production 
delays and tie-ups of the program, due 
to the walk-outs from any cause in de
fense plants. 

On Friday, August 22, 1941, at Hunts
ville, Ala., I sa!d: 

If we don't stop strik.es we'll never lick 
Hitler. Labor unions must be curbed to a 
certain extent or else this Nation will fall 
as did France. Our Nation bas failed to en
act any legislation to stop strikes in defensa 
plants. 

These quotations were carried in the 
Huntsville Times on Sunday morning, 
August 24, 1941. The Huntsville paper 
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had this further to say with regard to 
my remarks on the strike situation: 

A young Arkansas Congressman made the 
welkin ring and drew shouts of approval that 
made the rafters almost rattle when he de
nounced strikes in defense industries, Friday 
night, before a crowd that filled the ballroom 
of the Russel-Erskine Hotel here. 

He hit straight from the shoulder, pulled 
no punches, in saying that national defense 
is gravely imperiled by this unending series 
of walk-outs and stoppages of production. 

And every word was so. 

In a speech at Vanndale, Ark., on Sep
tember 18, 1941, as quoted by the Wynne 
Daily Star-Progress, I said: 

A Federal law is needed to curb strikes 
which are holding up defense work. 

Further, the paper quoted me as saying 
that millions of working hours hall been 
lost because of .strikes. 

In the Lepanto News Record of Sep
tember 26, 1941, in an address before· 
the Annual Terrapin Derby at Lepanto, 
Ark., on September 24, I was quoted as 
saying: 

It is time to call a definite halt on the 
strikes. 

During the captive coal mine dispute 
in which John L. Lewis was adamant· in 
his demands for a union shop, which re
sulted in a general strike involving 53,000 
coal miners, I wrote the President of the 
Unifed States on November 15, 1941, and 
asked for his support of legislation that 
would put an end to work stoppages in · 
defense plants. I quote from the letter: 

DEAR MR. PRESIDENT: The strike Situation 
continues to imperil the safety and security 
of our country, and it is even more serious 
today than wheri I discussed this matter with 
you a few days ·ago. I feel that I am ~xpress
ing the views of practically the unanimous 
citizenship of the First District of Arkansas, 
which I have the honor to represent, when I 
say that strikes and wor.k stoppages in plants 
filling defense contracts must end, and now, 
if Hitlerism is to be defeated. The Ameri
can people's patience 1 ; wearing to a very 
thin edge when labor leaders of the John L. 
Lewis stripe continue to sabotage the de
fense efforts of this country. We all realize 
that labor has certain rights and that these 
rights are to be protected, but in these criti
cal times some legislative safeguard regard
i~g strikes should be thrown · up, particularly 
in reference to our defense program. I am 
of the firm belief that the great mass of de
fense workers is primarily interested in the 
advancement of the defense program.. The 
mail that I am receiving from my district 
and the State of Arkansas discloses that the 
people demand action at once against the 
further encroachment of labor gangsters in 
connection with our defense efforts. 

I do not favor recessing or adjournment .of 
the Congress until drastic strike legislation 
shall have been enacted. I urge that you 
confer with Speaker SAM RAYBURN and Ma
jority Leader JoHN W McCORMACK and de
mand the immediate passage through Con
gress of urgent legislation that will assure 
.continued and uninterrupted production of 
direly needed e&entials in our national de
fense program. I am confident that without 
your full and complete support, it would be 
difficult--and probably impossible-to enact 
this needed legislation, since every effort that 
we Members of Congress, who have worked 
tirelessly for several months in behalf of 
proposals to prevent the loss in production by 
strikes, has been futile. . 

According to the figures which I have 
obtained from the Department of Labor, there 
was a loss of 15,750,000 man-days due to 

strikes for the first 7 months in the year 
1941. The war goods that would have been 
produced had there been no strikes during 
1941 would have prevented many of the suc
cesses of the Hitler advance and furnished 
needed weapons to the armed forces of the 
United States. 

I listened with great interest to the speech 
of Han. SAM RAYBURN on the fioor of the 
House during the debate of the neutrality 
repeal bill He quoted a letter from you 
which said, "This Government proposes to 
see this thing through." I am wholeheart
edly in accord; but the people are interested 
in being assured that no interruptions 
through labor disputes will continue in the 
future. A specific request on your part to 
congressional leaders for the passage of ~ 
bill to stop defense strikes would unify · 
America for the great trials and sacrificeS' that 
lie ahead. 

With the hope that you will give this mat
ter your immediate attention, I am, 

Sincerely yours, 
E. C. GATHINGS. 

We, who are Members of the House of 
Representatives, while we have met with 
reversals at times, have passed many im
portant measures through the House 
which would, in my opinion, assure con
tinuous production of war needs and 
stop the strikes, only to find that our 
effo.rts have been thwarted by a recalci
trant Senate and an administration that 
has turned a deaf. ear to our urgent pleas 
for action to stop these strikes. Let us 
review some of the accomplishments that 
have been made by the House of Repre
sentat'ives in dealing with this and kin
dred issues. Here is the record: 

On June 3, 1940, H. R. 9766, a bill for 
the deportation of llarry Bridges, passed 
the House of Representatives by a vote 
of 329 to 42. The bill was transmitted to 
the Senate, where no action was taken 
on it and where it died with the end of 
the Seventy-sixth Congress. 

On June 7, 1940, H. R. 9195, known as 
the Smith amendments to the Wagner 
Labor Act, passed the House of Repre
sentatives by a vote of 258 to 1.28. The 
bill went to the Senate, where it was sent 
to the Committee on Education and 
Labor; it remained there and died with 
the end of the Seventy-sixth Congress. 
This bill was designed to correct mistakes, 
and errors in the Wagner Labor Act. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GATHINGS. Yes. 
Mr. RANDOLPH. Without attempt

ing to point the finger of criticism at any 
other body or individual that voted on 
the subject of the deportation of Harry · 
Bridges, I think that in the years tQ 
come the action of the House of Repre
sentatives on two occasions in voting for 
the deportation of this man will stand to 
the credit of the Members who did so. 

Mr. GATHINGS. I appreciate this ex
pression on the part of the gentleman 
from West Virginia and believe with you 
that a vote to deport an alien agitator is 
commendable in any Member. 

On October 6, 1941, H. R. 1644, for the 
deportation of Harry Bridges, was passed 
by an overwhelming vote in the House 
and was sent to the Senate, where it is 
still before. the committee there. 

On December 3, 1941, H. R. 4139, known 
as the Smith antistrike bill, passed the 
House by a vote of 252 to 136. It im-

mediately went to the Senate and has re
mained there in committee ever since. 
This bill requires an initial 30 days' no
tice of intention of defense plant em
ployees to strike or of defense contractors · 
to conduct a lock-out. It provides for a 
secret ballot of employees in a plant un
der Government supervision before a 
strike can be called; freezes closed- and 
open-shop conditions as they now exist 
in a defense plant; prohibits violence or 
intimidation of workers on defense con
tracts, interference with those desiring 
to work or use of nonemployees to picket 
or break strikes; outlaws jurisdictional 
walk-outs, labor boycotts, or sympathy 
strikes; violation of any of these restric
tions were made subject to the injunctive 
power of the courts, and violation of in
junctions would be.subject to contempt of 
court action; violators further lost status 
under the National Labor Relations Act, 
and forfeit the right to Federal relief 
money or benefits under the Social Se
curity Act, including unemployment com
pensation; unions which knowingly per-

. mitted felons, members of the Communist. 
Party., the Young Comzpunist League, or 
the German-American Bund .to serve as 
officers lose Wagner Act status; labor 
unions compelled to register with the 
N. L. R. B. a full statement of ·member
ship, officers, dues, fees, and finances, un
der penalty for failure of losing Wagner 
and Norris-LaGuardia Act rights-Rams
peck bHl features retained-give the Na
tional D~ense Mediation Board statutory 
powers, with the right to take jurisdic
tion in disputes without certification and 
authority to stay strikes 60 days during 
mediation. 

On February 27,' 1942, an amendment 
for the suspension of the 40-hour week 
during the period of the war was defeated 
in the House by a teller vote of 226 to 62. 

I supported and voted for all of these 
measures. 

The gallant soldiers in Australia and 
on the island of Corregidor are not ask
ing for a 40-hour week. The farmer has 
no 40-hour-week law. He must now put 
.in a longer and a harder day than ever 
before because his sons are being drafted 
and his hired men are being lured away 
to jobs in defense plants where they wlll 
receive higher wages. He will patrioti
cally do the very best that he can to pro
duce food and fiber with which to win 
the war. Last week I drew a petition to 
be circulated urging immediate action 
by the committee in charge of the bill on 
the suspension of the 40-hour-week law. 
I am delighted that since the introduc
tion by the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
SMITH] of two 40-hour suspension bills 
this week, it is needless to proceed fur
ther with the petition. One of the bills 
applies to Navy contracts and is before 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. The 
other bill applies to war contracts and is 
before the Committee on Military Affairs. 
The gentleman from Georgia, Chairman 
VINSON, of the Naval Affairs Committee, 
has set Thursday of this week for hear
ings on this legislation. I have conferred 
with the gentleman from Kentucky, 
Chairman MAY, of the Military Affairs 
Committee, with respect to the bill be
fore his .committeec and have been as
sured by him that the matter would 

-·· 
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receive immediate attention in his com
mittee. 

With our way of life and our very 
existence hanging by a thread, it is es
sential that the 40-hour-week law be 
suspended for the duration of the war. 
This, in my judgment, is the only way 
to outstrip the Axis in the production 
of war materials. I recently read in the 
Washington papers a statement of Ad
miral Thomas C. Hart which attributed 
Japan's sweeping successes thus far to 
"the same old thing," supremacy in the 
air through all of the fighting. Our 
boys are crying for more guns, more 
ships, more planes, and more ammuni
tion. Every work hour and every work
day must be utilized to the fullest in 
order to place in the hands of the fight
ing forces of this country the weapons 
necessary to bring victory. Social gains 
should be relegated to oblivion while we 
are engaged in the greatest battle our 
country has ever faced for the preserva
tion of liberty and freedom. The Smith 
bills should be enacted into law without 
further delay, and excess profits on war 
contracts should be eliminated. 

Mr. HARRIS of Arkansas. Mr. Speak
er, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GATHINGS. Yes; I yield to the 
gentleman from Arkansas. 

Mr. HARRIS of Arkansas. We have 
all noted the bringing of General Mac
Arthur out of the Philippines and putting 
him in command of the Southwest forces. 
That will be a stabilizing influence on the 
people of the United States. Does the 
gentleman not think that if we could by 
some ac.tion assure the production of ma
teriel to send to our soldiers that it would 
have an additional stabilizing influence· 
on the people of the whole Nation? 

Mr. GATHINGS. I think so, and Mr. 
S::;>eaker, I thank the gentleman for· his 
contribution. 

I yield back the remainder of my time. 
The SPEAKER. Under previous order 

of the House, the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. BECKWORTH] is recognized for 10 
minutes. 

PRODUCTION IN THE WAR EFFORT 

Mr. BECKWORTH. Mr. Speaker, for 
many months I have been devoting much 
time, attention, and effort to the prob
lem of delays in our national defense and 
offense program. 

The President of the United States an
nounced the policy of our Government 
with reference to delays many months 
ago. 

I herewith submit a letter written by 
the Secretary of Labor, November 27, 
1940: 

DEPARTMENT OF LABOR, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 

Washington, November 27, 1940. 
Hon. LINDLEY BECKWORTH, 

House of Representatives, 
Washington, D. C. 

MY DEAR CONGRESSMAN BECKWORTH: Your 
letter to the President concerning the strike 
at the Vultee airplane plant, Downey, Calif., 
was referred to me so that you m ight be in
formed as to what the Government was doing 
to bring about a settlement. John R. Steel
man, Director of Conciliation of this Depart
ment, ~;ettled the controversy yesterday, and 
work has been resumed in the plant. 

As you lmow, the President announced yes
terday, following a conference with Army, 
Navy, and labor representatives, that it is 

the policy of the Government to keep fac
tories engaged in defense work open and that 
the problem of dealing with the labor situa
tion in connection with national defense ts 
under daily consideration. 

Very truly yours, 
FRANCES PERKINS. 

Some 4 months after November 27, 
1940, because numerous delays were 
transpiring, I requested the Chief Execu
tive to state to me whether or not in his 
opinion the authorities of our Govern
ment possessed power to prevent strikes 
and delays. The two letters which fol
low verify this fact: 

THE WHITE HOUSE, 
Washington, Ap?·il19, 1941. 

Hon. LINDLEY BECKWORTH, 
House of Representatives, 

Washington, D. C. 
MY DEAR CONGRESSMAN BECKWORTH: I have 

your letter of April 9, 1941, inquiring as to 
the authority now possessed by the Federal 
Government to terminate delays resulting 
from industrial disputes in the event the 
Conciliation Service and the National De
fense Mediation Board are unable to effect a 
settlement. 

I have asked the Secretary of La bar to go 
into this question and to reply to your in
quiry. 

Sincer~ly, 
FRANKLIN D. RoosEVELT. 

DEPARTMENT OF LABOlt, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 

Washington, April 23, 1941. 
Hon. LINDLEY BECKWO~TH, 

Ho-use of Representatives, 
Washington, D. C. 

MY DEAR CoNGRESSMAN BECKWORTH: The 
President bas referred to me for reply your 
letter dated April 9 inquiring as to the au
thority now possessed by the Federal Govern
ment to terminate delays resulting from in
dustrial disputes which the Conciliation 
Service and the National Defense Mediation 
Board are unable to settle. 

I have asked the Solicitor of Labor to go 
into this matter and as soon as his investiga
tion is completed I shall be glad to communi
cate further with you. 

Sincerely, 
FRANCES PERKINS. 

The question often has oeen asked, ''Do 
the authorities of our Government have 
the power to prevent these delays?" Mr. 
Gerard D. Reilly, the Solicitor of Labor, 
answered this question in a letter to me, 
written May 8, 1941. He concludes by 
saying: 

And, finally, for the occasional situation in 
which both prevention and impartial media
tion are unsuccessful, the Government has 
authority to step in and act directly to as
sure resumption of production or an ade
quate alternative source of supply. 

After I received the statement by Mr. 
Reilly, written May 8, 1941, which con
cludes with the above-quoted statement, 
I asked the Secretary of Labor whether 
or not she concurred with Mr. Reilly. She 
answered my inquiry May 10, 1941, with 
the following letter: 

DEPARTMENT OF LABOR, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 

Washington, May 10, 194.Z 
The Honorable LINDLEY BECKWORTH, M. C., 

House of Representatives, 
Washington, D. C. 

MY DEAR CONGRESSMAN BECKWORTH: I have 
your inquiry with regard to my concurrence 
in the opinion in the memorandum whicb I 
sent you yesterday, the memorandum having 

been prepared by the Solicitor of the Depart
ment. 

In response to your original inquiry I 
asked the Solicitor to make a study of the 
various possible types of authority available 
to the Federal Government to bring ab;:>ut 
termination of delays resulting from indus
trial disputes which it was assumed had r:ot 
been or could not be settled by the Conci.tla
tion Service and the Defense Mediation Board. 

Mr. Reilly, Solicitor of the Department of 
Labor, made a report summing up a variety 
of powers and remedies which the Govern
ment has under existing law. It is in no way 
a statement of views or private opinions, but 
an exploration of all of tbe legal powers 
which the Government has under a variety of 
statutes. I believe this to be a correct sum
mary. 

Sincerely yours, 
FRANCES PERKINS 

The official communications to which I 
have referred clearly state the President 
announced November 26, 1940, "that it is 
the policy of the Government to keep 
factories engaged in defense work open," 
and according to the Secretary of Labor 
and the Solicitor of Labor, that "the Gov
ernment has authority to step in and act 
directly to assure resumption of produc
tion." 

To be as certain as possible concerning 
the need of additional legislation, I again 
wrote the President and the Secretary of 
Labor letters November 7, 1941; I wrote 
still another similar letter to the Sec
retary of Labor November 18, 1941. The 
answers to my letters follow: 

THE WHITE HOUSE, 
Washington, November 18, 1941. 

Han. LINDLEY BECKWORTH, 
House of Representatives, 

Washington, D. C. 
MY DEAR MR. BECKWORTH: Your letter to 

-the President of November 7 bas been re
ceived, as well as the extension of your re
marks in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

The President is giving very thoughtful 
consideration to all suggestions for legislation 
which will overcome delays in the production 
program due to any cause. 

Thank you for your letter. 
Very sincerely yours, 

EDWIN M. WATSON. 
Secretary to the President. 

DEPARTMENT OF LABOR, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 

Washington, November 19, 1941. 
The Honorable LINDLEY BECKWORTH, M. C., 

House of Representatives, 
Washington, D. C. 

MY DEAR CONGRESSMAN BECKWORTH: I have 
your letter of November 18 and note that you 
are asking me a question: "Is it still your 
opinion that no legislation is needed to nre
vent delays in national defense industries?" 

All suggestioi.ts for legislative remedies are 
being given close consideration for practi
cality, administrative possibilities, constitu
tional effects, as well as for desirability. 

Yours very truly, 
FRANCES PERKINS. 

Obviously, from the foregoing com
munications the authorities of the execu
tive branch of our Government refer 
only to the fact that consideration is 
being given the question of delay. This 
has been the situation for more than 15 . 
months, according to the record, as here 
portrayed. And the situation has not 
changed, according to the press today, 
March 18, 1942. I quote the second para
graph of a front-page story concerning 
strikes which appeared in the Washing- . 
ton Post today: 
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Telling reporters at his press conference of 

conversations earlier in the day with his 
union labor war cabinet, Mr. Roosevelt said 
he did not believe the country needed fur
ther legislation at this time, since such things 
should not be rushed when they are going 
pretty well 

This same news story is partly head
lined with the words, President Defends 
40-Hour Week. 

Although the authorities of the Execu
tive branch of our Government have 
made the positive statements they have 
power to insure uninterrupted produc
tion, many Members of the House of 
Representatives, being anxious to provide 
our armed forces with an abundance of 
arms, ammunition, and implements of 
war, and feeling that delays and strikes 
should completely cease, have endeavored 
constantly to enact legislation to make as 
certain as possible that no slow-down or 
let-up in production would characterize 
our war effort. I am glad to say I have 
had a part in each of these efforts to 
prevent delays, as the CoNGRESSIONAL 
RECORD will disclose. I wish to refer to 
some examples of the efforts which some 
of the Members of the House have made. 
On July 29, 1941, I was one of the 114 
Members of the House of Representatives 
who voted for legislation to prevent de
lays in our national defense program; 
however, 255 Members of the House voted 
a different vote to that cast by me. On 
December 3, 1941, more than 3 months 
ago, the House passed a strong bill de
signed to prevent delays; I supported the 
bill which passed by a vote of almost 
2 to 1 The bill, if enacted into law, 
would be very effective, but it has never 
been acted on by the Senate. Besides 
provisions with reference to the closed 
shop, labor-leader racketeering, and 
jurisdictional strikes, and so forth, the 
bill contains a section that deals with the 
problem of extortionate fees which are 
being charged those sincere and patriotic 

·citizens who demand the right to work. 
House Members frequently inquire as 

to why the Senate does not consider the 
bill we sent them more than 3 months 
ago. I cannot answer this question; how
ever, I wish to insert in the RECORD at this 
point an excerpt from a news item which 
app~ared in the Washington Post March 
5, 1942 . . The pertinent portion reads: 

Secretary of Labor Perkins will be called 
before the Se:p.ate Education and Labor Com
mittee next week · for information" on the 
defense labor situation, Chairman ELBERT D. 
THOMAs of Utah disclosed last night. 

Senator THO!\fAS of Utah said Miss Per
kins was invited "merely because we wish 
to keep ourselves informed" and not because 
the committee was contemplating any labor 
legislation. 

THOMAS personally opposed legislation as 
"untimely" and said there was no likelihood 
of the House-approved Smith bill, drastically 
regulating unions during the emergency, ever 
clearing his committee. 

"If the committee reported it and it passed 
the Senate, I think the House would repudiate 
its former approval when it went back to 
them," said THOMAS. "My opinion is that 
things are proceeding satisfactorily under the 
National War Labor Board." 

Many of the American people are in 
accord with the sentiment expressed in 
the telegram I herewith quote: 

CARTHAGE, TEx., March 16,1942. 
Hon. LINDLEY BECKWORTH: 

Six million Texans expect General Mac
Arthur to be saved. War profits and 40-hour 
weeks for management and labor must go by 
the board. Let's do something about it. 

R.G.BROWN. 

I now strongly urge the Senate to con
sider the legislation which we sent them 
more than 3 months ago. 

Work is the secret weapon of any na
tion. All of our plants must operate not 
merely 40 hours per week, but to the full
est capacity, the type of capacity de
scribed and urged by Production Director 
Donald M. Nelson, March 10, 1942, in the 
following news item: 
[From the Washington Post of March 11, 

1942] 

BLASTS PART-TIME USE 
The public, Nelson said, is far from com

placent and wants production with such "in
tensity of feeling" that it will make sure it 
gets it "one way or another." 

Indicating the possibilities of the drive 
he announced last week to raise existing 
production rates by 25 percent, Nelson said 
that if all equipment now involved in war 
production were used 24 hours a day, 7 days 
a week, "we would practically double the 
man-hours" now going into military pro
dudion. 

Nelson noted that 20 percent of American 
war plants now operate only 5 days or 5¥2 
days a week. Many plants, he added, closed 
on Sundays. In many others, the second 
shift uses only 40 percent of the plant facili
ties, and the third shifts use only 20 percent. 

This, he concluded, means that thousands 
of machines needed for munitions work now 
stand idle part or all of every week end and 
from 8 to 16 hours every week day. 

In another illustration, the production 
boss said that if the facilities of all the Na
tion's 31 aircraft engine and propeller plants 
were used to the same extent as those of the 
three with the best records , production could 
be increased immediately by 25 percent. 

Similarly, if all of America's 153 machine
tool factories operated at the same level of 
utilization as the top three, machine-tool 
output would be stepped up by 45 percent 
he said. 

I desire to say, on February 27, 1942, 
I was one of the 62 Members of Congress 
who by standing vote supported legisla
tion to permit people to work more than 
40 hours per week in national defense in
dust ries throughout the duration of the 
war. 

The people of this Nation at this very 
moment are praying to God to give them 
enough strength to work not just 40 hours 
per week, but enough strength to work as 
many hours of every day, week, and 
month as is needed to defeat the Axis 
Powers. 

Not long ago the Congress of our Na
tion approved an appropriations bill for 
approximately $32,000 ,000,000, the larg
est ever passed by Congress; this bill con
stitutes the major answer of the greatest 
democracy, America, to the dictators and 
oppressors of people. By it and similar 
bills we are evidencing that we had 
rather have victory at any cost than 
peace at any price. Deplorable it is that 
some unjustifiable waste and extrava
gance have characterized our defense and 
victory effort up to now; nothing is more 
reprehensible than war profiteering. It 
is my sincere hope that not one penny 
of the $32,000,000,000 or sums to be later 
appropriated will be wasted and that the 

small businessman who is now faced with 
the greatest difliculties ever confronted 
by him will be permitted to participate in 
our all-out program of production to the 
end that delivery of arms, ammunition, 
and implements of war may be hastened 
and that President Roosevelt's policy 
enunciated January 6, 1942, when he de
livered his most recent message to Con
gress may be carried out. His words 
were: 

We must convert every available plant and 
tool to war production. That goes all the way 
from the greatest plants to the smallest
from the huge automobile industry to the 
village machine shop. 

May this policy soon be carried out. 
Paraphrasing lines we all often have 

heard, I would say in this day of mech
anized warfare that-

Heights of nations reached and kept 
Were not attained by sudden flight 

But they while other nations slept 
Were toiling onward in the night. 

Indeed, the people of our Nation in this 
uncertain and tragic hour must be toil
ing onward in the night. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. THILL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani
mous consent to extend my remarks and 
to include therein a letter and some brief 
news articles. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. · 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

By unanimous consent leave of ab
sence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. HooK, for 10 days, on account 
of important business. 

To Mr. SHANLEY (at the request of Mr. 
DowNs), for today, on account of oflicial 
business. 

SENATE ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 

The SPEAKER announced his signa
ture to enrolled bills of the Senate of the 
following titles: 

S. 1564. An act for the relief of Pauline 
Caton Robertson; 

S . 1669 . An act for the relief of James 
Fran klin Smith; 

S. 1777. An act for the relief of Robert Lee 
Phillips and for the six minor children of 
Robert Lee Phillips and the late Estelle Phil
lips, namely, Robert Lee Phillips, Jr.; James 
Rudolph Phillips; ~atherine Phillips; Rich
ard Eugene Phillips; Charles Ray Phillips; and 
David Delano Phillips; 

S. 1898. An act for the relief of the heirs 
of Mrs . Nazaria Garcia, of Winslow, Ariz.; 

S. 1906. An act for the relief of the estate 
of 0. K. Himley; and 

S. 2063 . An act to authorize certain officers 
and enlisted men of the Army of the United 
States to accept emblems, medals, orders, and 
d·ecorations that have been tendered them 
by governments of the Western Hemisphere. 

ADJOURNMENT 

l\1r. O'NEAL. Mr. Speaker, I move that 
the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly 
<at 5 o'clock and 32 minutes p. m.) the 
House adjourned until tomorrow, Thurs
day, March 19, 1942, at 12 o'clock noon. 

COMMITTEE HEARINGS 
COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC BUILDINGS AND GROUNDS 

There will be a meeting of the Commit
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds on 
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Thursday, March 19, 1942, at 10 a. m .• 
for consideration of H. R. 6483. The 
hearing will be held in room 1304, New 
House Ofilce Building. 
COMMITTEE ON IRRIGATION AND RECLAMATION 

The Committee on Irrigation and Rec
lamation will meet at 10: 30 a. m., Thurs
day, March 19, room 353, House Ofilce 
Building, for the further consideration of 
H. R. 6522. 

COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY 

On Saturday, March 21, 1942, at 10 a. 
m., hearings will be resumed on H. R. 
6444, to provide for the registration of 
labor organizations, business and trade 
associations, and so forth, before sub
committee No.3 of the Committee on the 
Judiciary. The hearings will be held in 
the Judiciary Committee room, 346 
House Office Building. 

COMMITTEE ON INTERSTATE AND FOREIGN 

COMMERCE 

There will be a meeting of the Commit
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce 
at 10 a.m., Tuesday, April14, H42. Busi
ness to be considered: Hearings along 
the line of the Sanders bill, H. R. 5497, 
and other matters connected with the 
Federal Communications Commission. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker's table and referred as follows: 

1514. A communication from the Presi
dent of the United States, transmitting 
emergency supplemental estimates of appro
priations, totaling $17,579,311,253, fiscal year 
1942, to remain available until June 30, 
1943, for the military activities of the War 
Department, together with five drafts of 
proposed provisions (H. Doc. No. 680); to 
the Cominittee on Appropriations and or
dered to be printed. 

1515. A letter from the Secretary of War, 
transmitting a draft of a proposed bill to 
increase the monthly maximum number of 
fiying hours of air pilots, as limited by the 
Civil Aeronautics Act of 1938, because of 
the military needs arising out of the present 
war· to the Committee on Interstate and 

'For~ign Commerce. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC 
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Mr. MAY: Committee on Military Affairs. 
H. R. 6738. A bill to limit the initial base 
pay of $21 per month for enlisted men in 
the Army and Marine Corps to those of 
the seventh grade; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 1908). Referred to the Commit
tee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. RANDOLPH: Cominittee on the Dis
trict of Columbia. H. R. 6782. A bill to 
authorize the Commissioners of the District 
of Columbia to assign officers and members 
of the Metropolitan Police force to duty in 
the detective bureau of the Metropolitan 
Police Department, and for other purposes; 
without amendment (Rept. No. 1909). Re
ferred to the Committee of the Whol~ House 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. LEA: Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. H . R. 6156. A b1ll to 
amend section 321, title m, part II, Trans
portation act of 1940, with respect to the 
movement of Government tratfic; without 

amendment (Rept. No. 1910). Referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 3 of ru:e XXII, public 
bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. BALDWIN : 
H. R. 6806. A bill provir:l.!ng for the regis

tration of women betwe£'n the ages of 18 
and 65 under the Selec'l:ive Training and 
Service Act of 1940; to the Cominittee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MAAS: 
H. R. 6807. A bill to establish a Women's 

Auxiliary Reserve in the Navy, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. HOFFMAN: 
H. R. 6808. A bill tom part compensate the 

men in the armed forces of the United States 
who are serving in combat units in combat 
areas; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CELLER: 
H . R. 6809 . A bill for the better assurance 

of the protection of persons within the sev
eral States from mob violence and lynching, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. VANZANDT: 
H. Res. 460. Resolution that the . manu

script entitled "Benefits Available to Officers 
and Enlisted Men and Tbeir Dependents, 
Under Laws Administered by the Veterans' 
Administration,'' be printed as a public doc
ument; to the Committee on Printing. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND. RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, private 
bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana: 
H. R. 6810. A bill granting a pension to 

Amelia Branson; to the C'ommittee on In
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. REECE of Tennessee: 
H. R. 6811. A bill for the relief of Fred 

Henry; to the Committee f'n Claims. 
H. R. 6812. A bill for tbP. relief of Robert 

C. Duff;· to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, petitions 
and papers were laid on the Clerk's desk 
and referred as follows: 

2575. By Mr. DffiKSEN: Petition of 150 
citizens of Delavan, Dl., advocating the en
actment of Senate bill 860; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

2576. By Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON: Peti
tion of Datus E. Proper, executive vice presi
dent, Texas Good Roads Association, Austin, 
Tex., opposing House bill 6750; to the Com
mittee on Rules. 

2577. By Mr. KRAMER: Petition of the 
Board of Supervisors of the County of Los 
Angeles, Los Angeles, Calif., requesting the 
Work Projects Administrat ion in Washington 
to fully utilize, consistent with the interests 
of the national defense, various Work Projects 
Administration music projects to the end that 
their personnel may not be unwisely dis
persed; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

2578. Also, petition of the Lions Club of 
Los Angeles, Calif., demanding that all Jap
anes::l, both alien and American, be immedi
ately removed from Pacific coast areas and 
from defense areas of the Territory of Hawaii, 
to prevent sabotage and espionage; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

2579. By Mr. McGREGOR: Petition of 
Richard F. Farley, of Mount Vernon, Ohio, 
and approximately 70 other residents of Knox 
County, Ohio, urging the immediate passage 
of Senate bill 860, known as the Sheppard.. 

bill, to preserve the health. welfare, and 
safety of our armed forces by preventing the 
sale of beer in our Army camps and the sale 
of hard liquor and the establishment of 
houses of prostitution in the vicinity of Army 
camps; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

SENATE 
THURSDAY, MARCH 19, 1942 

(Legislative day ot Thursday, March 5, 
1942) 

The Senate met at 12 o'clock noon, on 
the expiration of the recess. 

The Chaplain, the Very Reverend 
Z~Barney T. Phillips, D. D., offered the 
following prayer: 

Almighty God and Heavenly Father, 
who dost suffer us to be tempted in order 
that we may be strong: Lay not more 
upon us than Thou wilt enable us to bear, 
and if Thou sendest weakness, yet, for 
Thy mercy's sake, deny us not the com
fort of true patience, since the fretful
ness of our spirits is frequently more 
hurtful than the heaviness of our bur-. 
dens. And, as Thy servant asked of old, 
do Thou, 0 Christ, teach us to serve Thee 
as Thou deservest; to give and not to 
count the cost; to fight and not to heed 
the wounds; to toil and not to seek for 
rest; to labor nor to seek reward save 
that of knowing that we do God's will. 

Holy Spirit, whose guidance we invoke, 
take from our hearts all semblance of 
self-pity or excuse; ~nlighten our minds 
with Thy vision of honor, purity, and 
love; give to our whole being the power 
so to fight our besetting sin that, though 
we be scarred, we may win the victory of 
our Master, Jesus Christ, to whom with. 
Thee and the Father be the loyalty and 
devotion · of our lives, now and forever. 
Amen. 

THE JOURNAL 

On request of Mr. BARKLEY, and by 
unanimous consent, the reading of the 
Journal of the proceedings of the calen
dar day Wednesday, March 18, 1942, was 
dispensed with, and the Journal was ap
proved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

A message from the House of Repre
sentatives, by Mr. Swanson, one of its 
clerks, announced that the House had 
disagreed to the amendment of the Sen
ate to the bill <H. R. 6691) to increase 
the debt limit of the United States, to 
further amend the Second Liberty Bond 
Act, and for other purposes'; asked a con
ference with the Senate on the disagree
ing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
that Mr. DaUGHTON, Mr. CULLEN, Mr. 
CooPER~ Mr. CROWTHER, and Mr. KNUT
SON were appointed managers on the part 
of the House at the conference. 

The message also announced that the 
House had passed a bill (H. R. 6802) mak
ing appropriations for the legislative 
branch of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1943, and for other 
purposes, in which it requested the con
currence of the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 

The message fur ther announced that 
the Speaker had affixed his signature to 
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